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PREFACE 



This is the second in a projected series of studies being 
conducted in ITE on language-related data collected 
for administrative purposes by state bodies. A pre- 
liminary report dealing with post-primary examina- 
tion statistics has already been published* and a report 
on the language question in the 1981 Census of 
Population is in preparation. 

Data of this kind are helpful in a number of ways. 
First, they allow certain patterns and trends in lan- 
guage behaviour to be identified and monitored; sec- 
ond, they provide a set of contextual variables with 
the potential to explain certain aspects of these pat- 
terns and trends; and third, their coverage is much 
more comprehensive than those of sample surveys.. 
Therefore, given that the cost of language surveys for 
research and policy purposes is very high, it is clearly 
desirc^.ble to fully exploit such data resources a^ 
already exist. 

This Report examines a set of data arising from the 
implementation of what is commonly referred to as 
the Roinn na Gaeltachta Grant Schemed The 
scheme was established in the early 1930s by An 
Roinn Oideachais (which had rcponsibilily for the 
promotion of the Irish language at that time) to 
provide a financial inducement to parents in Gael- 
tacht areas to maintain Irish as the language of the 
home. Each year parents can apply to have the speak- 
ing competence of their children aged six years and 
over assessed by officials r "Roinn na Gaeltachta. If 
the official is satisfied that the ability of the child to 
converscin Irish isconsistentwilh the standard which 
might be expected from a child whose home language 
is Irish, the parents are paid a grant whose present 
value is £1 0. Although the value of the award is small, 
a family's eligibility for other grant schemes operated 
by Roinn na Gaeltachta can depend on its children 
consistently meeting the criteria set by the £10 Grant 
Scheme. 

Although the data used in this Report arc no longer 
published at regular intervals, they are available to the 
public. Commentators on Gaeltachtaffairsfrequently 
refer to the patterns, trends and problems which the 
data arc presumed to reveal. However, to our knowl- 
edge, nobody has so far undertaken a sustained ex- 
amination of the nature of these data. Therefore, the 
first two chapters of this Report contain a detailed 
discussion of the manner in which the data are ob- 
tained and the form in which they are released. The 
analysis conducted in this part of the Report high- 



lights some serious limitations in the data as a meas- 
ure of home bilingualism. There are, therefore, 
substantial constraints imposed on any study which 
relies heavily on this material to estiiblish the patterns 
and directions of trends in home bilingualism, or 
more generally, to evaluate the impact of policies. 

Nonetheless, the potential of the data for these pur- 
poses cannot be lightly ignored. Unlike tlie Census 
question on Irish and most surveys on the topic, the 
£10 Grant Scheme data Jirc based on annual assess- 
me/ir of applicants by officials of Roinn na Gaeltachta 
and do not rely at all on self-assessment. Moreover, 
as is explained in the concluding chapter, if some 
relatively slraightforwiird and inexpensive changes 
were made in the procedures relating to the scheme, 
the value of the data for resciirch and policy evalu- 
ation purposes could be greatly enhanced. 

In their present form, the data can only sustain an 
analysis of a preliminary nature, subject to many 
qualifications. Nevertheless, because the data are 
more up to date than the last major survey of language 
patterns in theGaeltacht^and arc more discriminating 
than the Census question on Irish speaking abilities, 
we felt that it was justifiable to imdertake a detailed 
statistical and cartographic analysis. The main part of 
the presci . Report dciils with ihe scheme during the 
eleven yearneriod 1973/4- 1983/4. Due to the nature 
of the data and the form in which it is released, the 
analysis is primarily descriptive and generally does 
not attempt to explain the findings. 

The overall pattern revealed in this analysis will not 
come as a surprise to those familiar with Gaellachl 
affairs i n recent years. If the proportion of all children 
in a particular school or group of schools who qualify 
for the grant is accepted (albeit with reservations) as 
a measure of home bilingualism in an area, it is clear 
that a reasonably large core of relatively high home 
use of Irish can be found only within the two largest 
Gaeliacht districts of Galway and Donegal. While 
smaller enclaves with similarly high ratios can be 
found elsewhere, they are not as extensive as the two 
previously mentioned. The general pattern found 
outside the core areas is considerably weaker and 
shows greater signs of instability and decline. In fact, 
there is little evidence of genuine stability in any area. 

The concluding chapter incliides a summary of the 
Report and some suggestions for further research into 
issues arising from the analysis. 
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Chapter One 



Introduction 



1.1 Historical Background 

The. Scheme was originally introduced by An Roinn 
Oideachais in 1933/4. The annual reports of An 
Roinn CiC-iachais around that time indicate that it had 
become clear to the Government tliat Irish was con- 
tinuing to give way to English over most of the 
Gaeltachtar-'a and throughout the entire Brcac-Gha- 
eltacht area. Accordingly, it was felt necessary to 
persuade native Irish speakers in these areas, who saw 
no benefit in speaking Irish, that it would be in their 
interest to speak Irish as their normal home language. 
To this end, An Roinn Oideachais introduced a new 
scheme in 1933/4 whereby a ^rantof £2 could be paid 
in a given year to Gaeliacht and Breac-Ghaeltacht- 
resident parents or guardians in respect of each of 
their children aged 6-14, once An Roinn Oideachais 
was convinced that their home language was Irish; 
that they had concomitant fluency in the language; 



that they attended a Gaeltacht or a Breac-Ghaellacht 
primary school regularly and punctually and made 
good progress throughout the school year. 

Reviewing the first year of the scheme, the Annual 
Report of An Roinn Oideachais for 1933/4 concluded 
that it appeared to be proving popular and that the 
number of grants and of fainilies involved were likely 
to increase. Grant numbers did rise, from 9,000 to 
11,000 within two years, but rose no higher (Table 
1.1). Possibly because of this, the Report for 1936/7 
shows some shifts in emphasis. Thus for example, to 
inform parents (*cur i dtuiscint*) became drive home 
to parents {*cur abhaile ar'), while normal home 
language (*f a bhcith mar ghnath-urlabhra acu ina 
dtithe') became the sole language of the home and no 
other to be spoken to the children (*an Ghaeilge a 
chleachtadh mar aon-ieanga 'na dtighthe agus gan a 
malairt do labhairt le na gcloinn'). Nevertheless, 
numbers in receipt of the grant steadily declined, 
reaching their lowest point since the first year of the 
scheme in 1944/5. 



TADLK I.l: ANNUAL WmrlR OF GRAOT QUAI^IFIFIRS 1933/4-1971/2. 



RECPOHSIBIuITy FOR 'rHESCHKHE: 



An Roinn Oideachais 


Roinn 


na Gaeltachta 




GRAWT- 




F,5 GRANT: 




C5 GRANT: 




CIO GRANn*: 




1333-34 


8996 


1945-46 


9786 


1956-57 


9615 


1964-65 


85t 


1934-35 


10226 


1946-47 


10134 


1957-58 


10039 


1965-66 


8817 


J935-36 


U061 


1947-48 


10169 


1958-59 


9358 


1966-67 


8591 


1936-37 


10970 


1948-49 


1017? 


1959-60 


9774 


1967-68 


8473 


1937-38 


11060 


1949-50 


10343 


1960-61 


'3256 


1968-69 


8 370 


1938-39 


10871 


1950-51 


10226 


1961-62 


9520 


1969-70 


8199 


3939-40 


10743 


1951-52 


10423 


1962-63 


9158 


1970-71 


9099 


1940-41 


10752 


1952-53 


10272 


1963-64 


8475 


1971-72 


8163 


1941-42 


10485 


1953-54 


10196 


AVERAGE 


9399 


AVERAGE 


8528 


1942-43 


10174 


1954-55 


N.A. 










1943-44 


9808 


1955-56 


9844 










1944-45 


9629 


AVERAGE : 


10156 










AVERAGE: 


10398 















NOrE 1. The numbers in this Table ceEer to those who cjua 1 1 f ied for the grant 
each year, not to the number of grants paid out. The data up to 1956-57 
inclusive refer to the s chool year; thereafter to the financial year. 

NOTE 2. Even though Roinn na Gaeltachta assumed overall responsibility for the 
scheme in 1956-57, the assessment of grant applicants continued to be the 
responsibility of inspectors of An Roit.n Oideachais until J 975-76; when thin 
function passed to the Area Directors ( 'Stiurthoi ci ' ) of Roinn n-a Gae Itacht-i . 

NOrE 3. The '^alue of the grant was increased to e5 from 1945-46 and to £10 from 
1964-65 (see text) . 



SOURCE: Data up to and including the year 1953-54 are taken from The Annual 
Report of An Roinn Oideach.ais 1954-55, the last Report to cotuain Cull figures. 
The remaining data were supplied by Roinn na Gaeltacht =i. 



From the following year (1945/6), the value of the 
grant was increased from £2 to £5 and eligibility was 
extended to include post-primary students up to the 
age of 16. While the number of grants edge4 back 
above the 10,000 mark almost immediately, it never 
rose much above this level thereafter. It would appear 
from census data that this decline was due more to 
linguistic than population factors. Table 1.2 shows 



that, even at the outset of the scheme, there was a high 
ratio of non-Irish speakers to Irish s^Xiakers among the 
preschool 3-4 year age group in the Fior-Ghaeltacht 
areas; and while the initial success of the £2 grant 
scheme in the mid- 1930s appears to to have effected 
a lowering of this ratio, the Tables show the improve- 
ment to have been shortlived. 
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TABLE- 1.2: RATIO OF raJ-IRISH SPRAKICAS TO IRISH SPKAKKRS Af'VDtJG 3-4 YEAR OLO 
GAi-imCHT Rr.rSIDOTS FN BACH CENSUS i9y,(>-l%l 

A ratio over 1.00 indicates more English-spoaking than I rislv speaking chi ldr(»n. 

MALRS 



YEAR 


D'GAL 


G'WAY 


MAYO 


KEKRY 


CORK 


W'FORD 


MKATH 


Cr-.ARK 


TOPAj, 


1926* 


0.84 


1 .44 


2.U 


2.07 


1.76 


3.21 


^iA 


6.82 


1 .46 


1936* 


0.3G 


0.67 


1.39 


1.32 


0.84 


6,50 


t>JA 


7.50 


0.87 


1946* 


0.6b 


0.135 


1.80 


1.97 


1.46 


3,87 


NA 


21.0 


l.'i8 


1961 


0.44 


0.32 


1.53 


0.54 


0.50 


0,23 


rjA 


NA 


0.^4 


1971 


0.51 


0.60 


2.75 


0.53 


0.35 


0,45 


2.12 


m 


0.7j 


1981 


0.73 


0.98 


2.06 


0.85 


0.62 


0.71 


•'.'JO 


m 


0.98 










FEMAIvKS 










YEAR 


D'G.M. 


G'VvAY 


rViYO 


KERRY 


CORK 


W'FORD 


Mi-:ArH 




WrAf. 


1926* 


0.77 


1.24 


2.10 


2.09 


2.6" 


3.62 




3.93 


) .38 


1936* 


0.36 


0.89 


1.30 


1.38 


0.98 


3.32 


m 


]9.0 


0.87 


1946* 


0.62 


0.90 


2.11 


2.62 


1.65 


6.58 




NO IR. 


1.17 


1961 


0.36 


0.31 


1.70 


0.48 


0.40 


0.71 




r^A 


0.52 


1971 


0.45 


0.60 


1.42 


0.43 


0.30 


0.30 


0.75 


NA 


0,61 


1981 


0.57 


0.79 


2.30 


0.80 


0.38 


0.35 


13.0 


HA 


0.82 


♦ Data 


for 1926, 1936 


and 1946 


refer 


to the 


'Fior-Ghaeltacht' 


area only. 



SOURCE: Based on Census of Population for the relevant years. 



The 1946 Census (Vol. 8, Table 9) shows ihai the total 
Gaeltachi population aged 3 and over fell by 7% 
between 1936 and 1946. However, this was accompa- 
nied by a 19% reduction in the number of Irish 
speakers whereas the number of non-Irish speakers 
rose by 9%. More importantly, in the F/'(7r-Ghaeltacht 
areas where native Irish speakers formed a much 
higher percentage of the population, the number of 
Irish speakers fell by 15% while the number of non- 
Irish speakers rose by 29%. The most extreme per- 
centage shifts occurred in the tiny Fior-Ghacltachi 
area of Co. Clare (the entire Clare Gacltacht subse- 
quently lost its official Gaeltacht status) but though 
the percentages varied among and between the other 
Gaeltachtai, the fact remains that in the Fior-Ghael- 
lachland Brcac-Ghaeltacht areas of every county, the 
number of Irish speakers was falling while the number 
of non-Irish speakers was rising. 

In 1956/7, responsibility for the grant scheme passed 
to the newly-constituted Roinn na Gaeltachta, al- 
though applicants continued to be assessed by inspec- 
tors of An Roinn Oideachais until themid I97()s. The 
average number of grants continued to dec line, reach- 
ing their lowest point since the inception of the 
scheme in 1963/4. From the following year, 1964/5, 
following recommendations by An Coimisiiin urn 
Athbheochan na Gaeilge (1963), the value of the 
grant was doubled to £10 and the scheme was ex- 
tended to include those over sixteen years of age who 
were in fulltime education or on a fulltime training 
course. However, the downward U*end continued. 

1,2 Present Administration of the Grant 
Scheme 

Roinn na Gaeltachta (*An Roinn*) may grant £10 in 
any given school year to the parent or guardian of any 
child if An Roinn is satisfied tliat: 
• the child comes from a home where Irish is the 
language normally used 



• has concomitant natural fluency in spoken Irish 

• was at least six years old on January of the 
current school year 

% was engaged as a day-pupil in fulltime education 
or as a trainee on a fulltime work-prcparaiion 
course, and 

• was living with his/lier parentor guardian for most 
of the year, either within ihe Gacltacht itself or in 
another area designated by An Roinn for the 
purposes of the Scheme. 

A child is assessed for the grant only if an application 
form has been lodged on his/licr behalf. However, as 
the refusal of the £10 grant lo a child may disqualify 
the parents from receiving various >ither grants, the 
assessment is seen as being imporiant, both by the 
parents and by Roinn na Gaeltachta. 

S ince 1 975/6, assessment of g.'ant appl icants has been 
entrusted to the local Roinn na Gaeltachta Stiilrthoir 
in each of the three main Gaeltacht areas - Donegal, 
Munstcr (covering Kerry, Cork and Watorfordj and 
Connaught (Gal way and Mayo, along with Mcalh in 
Lcinster) - see Map 1 . The normal procedure is for ihe 
S tiurth6ir to visit each school attended by grant appli- 
cants sometime during the school year, beginning 
around November. Applicants arc inicrvicwcd alone 
(except for siblings) in a room set . ide for this 
purpose. If he considers it necessary, the Siiilrthdir 
may visit a child's home for further clarification. 
Details of successful candidates are sent to An Roinn 
some time after July and the grants are usually posted 
to the parents before the end of September. 

Grants may bercfused outright but in borderline case^ 
the grant may be allowed and a warning issued when 
the grant is posted to the parents. Grants arc not given 
on a family basis; one sibling may pass while another 
is refused. Those refused the grant may appeal for re- 
assessment and children refused the grant one year 



may qualify the following year if they satisfy the 
Stiilrlhoir. Roinn na Gaeliachta slates that there is no 
annual target or limit set on the n umber or percentage 
of grants and each applicalioR is dealt with on its 
merits without regard to budgetary considerations. 

1.3 The Data used in the Report 

Up to and including the year 1946/7, the Annual 
Reports of An Roinn Oideachais included not only the 
number of primai-y school pupils whoqualified for the 
grant, but also the number of families to which these 
children belonged. From 1945/6, when post-primary 
students up to the age of sixteen became eligible, the 
number of these who earned the grant was published 
each year but the number of families to which they 
belonged was not shov/n on the grounds that most of 
them were already included in the number of families 
shown under the primary figures. From 1947/8 until 
statistics ceased to be published in 1953/4 only the 
number of primary and post-primary grant qualifiers 
was shown, with no data on the number of fam ilies to 
which they belonged. This is a serious weakness in 
the data as it greatly restricts an analysis of the 
scheme's effectiveness in achieving its primary aim 
of maintaining Irish language usage in the home. 

Since 1953/4, information on the annual number and 
distribution of grant qualifiers has not been published 
regularly. It can be obtained from Roinn na Gael-^ - 
tachta but it must be emphasised that the data, as 
released, merely shov/ the number of grant qualifiers 
in each school containing one or more successful 
applicants set against the total population of that 
school. No information is provided concerning age, 
gender, school grade, residence, or any other charac- 
lerislicsof applicants (orof potential valid applicants) 
and their families. U was originally hoped to link 
family scores bas^d on £lO grant data with data on 
other grants adirinistered by An Roinn but neither 
could be procured in any usable form. Therefore, 
only two statistics are available for analysis: the total 
number of successful grant applicants in a given 
school; and these as percentage of «// pupils in that 
school. Even the simpic exercise of aggregating 
sUUislics from a number of schools into area scores 
can be problematical, for reasons dealt with later. 

Of course, the advantages of the data vis-a-vis census 
and survey-type data are considerable ai;d should not 
be underestimated. First, they provide much more 
coniprchcnsive coverage of the Gaellacht than a sample; 
and second, they involve annual assessment by public 
servants, as opposed to occasional self-assessment 
Despite these advantages however, the data are inade- 
quate and limited in certain key respects. Therefore, 
before any attempt is made to use the data for analyti- 
cal purposes, these qualifications need to be looked at 
in some detiiil. They will be discussed under two 
headings: first, some general issues relating to the 
procedures used in assessing applicants, and second, 
difficulties posed for analysis by the nature of the data 
made available. 



1.4 Some Issues Relating to the Assessment 
Process 

1.4.1 Wc have noted that assessment for the grant is 
designed to identify children with natural fluency in 
spoken Irish concomitant with coming from a home 
wherelrish is the language normally used. The phrase 
'natural fluency* (a direct translation of *go Ifofa 
nadiirlha') is a very difficult concept to operationalise 
and assess. For example, * fluency' was only one of 
four provisionally defined components of oral com- 
municative competence drawn up by a colloquium of 
experts some years ago (Palmer et al., 1981). As 
defined, fluency consisted of the overall quantity and 
/ewpc? of production, that is, * the ability to produce an 
amount of language within a limited period of time 
consistent with native speaker norms for the type of 
essage communicated ... [and] the ability to main- 
tain, confidently, a pace of rhythm consistent with 
norms for native speakers of a given dialect or set of 
dialects* (ibid., p.ix). 

The three other components of oral communicative 
competence related to the linguistic, sociolinguistic 
and pragmatic rules employed by the speakers of a 
given dialect (or set of dialects) and to a speaker's 
breadth and accuracy of control over them. Linguistic 
rules cover phonology, morphology and syntax: lin- 
guistic control covers the range of structures at- 
tempted and the degree to which they are produced 
correctly. Sociolinguistic rules are conventions for 
producing textually cohesive speech in an appropriate 
register with appropriate cultural references: socio- 
linguistic control covers the range of language-use 
situations in which the speaker is sensitive to prevail- 
ing standards in these areas and the degree to which 
the language produced conforms to prevailing stan- 
dards. Pragmatic rules are conventions relating the 
form of an utterance to the intended meaning, impor- 
tant factors being the extent of vocabulary and accu- 
racy of pronunciation: pragmatic control consists of 
the range and complexity of messages communicated 
and the degree to which the language produced cor- 
rectly communicates the details of the content. 

If the aim of the grant assessments is to measure 
fluency in tJie specific form defined by Palmer et al., 
it is significant that it was decided soon after the 
colloquium to drop this fluency component as it was 
'incompatible with important testing methods' such 
as discrete-point and multiple choice (ibid. viii). If, 
on tlie other hand, 'natural fluency/go liofan^durtha' 
refers to a general linguislic/sociolinguistic/pragniatic 
oral communicative competence - and given that 
varying degrees of Irish/English bilingualLsm are alrccidy 
the norm in most Gaellacht areas - wc are left with the 
problem of how to define local native speaker norms. 
In any case, assessing fluency for the purposes of the 
grant will clearly depend to a large extent on qualitii- 
tive judgments by the assessor rather than a quantita- 
tive checklist of criteria. Therefore, the absence of 
standard assessment criteria for the grant means that 
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we do not know the extent to which different Stiurth6iri 
would agree in their assessments of a given applicant 
or the extent to which an individual Stiurthdir would 
assess a given applicant differently on two or more 
occasions. For long-term analysis^ these difficulties 
are compounded by the transfer of Departmental 
responsibility for assessing applicants in 1975/6. 

1.4.2 Successive censuses and surveys (e.g. CLAR, 
1975; 6 Riagdin & 6 Cliasain, 1984) show continued 
improvement in self-assessed ability to speak Irish the 
longer and more intensive tlie exposure to it in school. 
Annual grade-specific grant data for each school 
would help to test these claims but it could not be 
obtained. However, ITE surveys of Gaeltacht pri- 
mary schools in the first half of the 1980*s (Harris & 
Murlagh, 1987) showed that the percentage of £10 
grant qualifiers rose from 38% to 48% between sec- 
ond and sixth grades. Moreover, this rise in grant 
performance did not reflect the full scale of the 
improvement in command of spoken Irish during that 
period as measured by objective tests. As improved 
ability was due neither to variations in home use of 
Irish nor to the amount of Irish taught at different 
school grades, the authors speculate that Irish usage 
by the children*s peers, inside and/or outside school, 
may be the crucial variable. However, we lack inde- 
pendent corroborative data to test this. 

1.4.3 In any case, using six years as the minimum age 
for assessment is less than ideal for the ideniification 
of *homc-bred* Gaeilgeoiri since most children will 
have had considerable exposure to Irish in school by 
that age. Census data regulariy show much lower 
percentages of Gaeltacht 3-4 year olds returned as 
Irish speakers compared with older school-going 
cohorts; and it is also significant that the ITE study of 
All-Irish schools in the Dublin area (6 Gliasain, 1977; 
6 Riagdin & 6 Gliasain, 1979) found that most 
schools were willing to accept new pupils with little 
or no ability in Irish up to the age of six as experience 
had shown that they easily became fluent in Irish 
within a year or so. The absence of standard dates for 
assessing pupils for the £10 grant may thus favour 
pupils who are not assessed until late in the school 
year, especially six year olds being assessed for the 
first time. 

1.5 Data Constv aints on Analysis 
1.5.1 As already mentioned, it cannot be established 
how many families (as opposed to pupils) attend each 
sdiool, or the extent to which siblings attend diffcrcnl 
schools. Nor do we know how many families receive 
grants in respect of one child while another is refuse 
oris not entered for assessment. It is also regrettable, 
given that the census generally shows significant 
gender differences in the percentages of Irish speak- 
ers among Gaeltacht 3-4 year olds, that we cannot 
determine differential grant performance by boys and 
girls. 



1.5.2 Wealso do not know how many of those refused 
the grant were deemed worthy of it after reassessment 
or in a subsequent year. Nor do we know how many 
ofthepupilsineach school who did not receive grants 
in any given year were actually refused the grant and 
how many of them were simply not considered, either 
because they were too young or because, for some 
other reason, no application forms for assessment 
were lodged. There is ample evidence from various 
western countries in the area of social welfare to show 
that significant numbers of people do not, for various 
reasons, apply for monies to which they are legally 
entitled (see, for example, NESC, 1978). M'hile 
Roinn na Gaeltachla maintains that the number of 
such non-applicants is very small in the case of the 
£10 grant, it could still be important to know the exact 
size of this group in analysing the performance of 
individual schools. Many of the Gaeltacht schools are 
so tiny that the characteristics and/or behaviour of one 
or two families (family size and composition, migra- 
tion decisions, etc.) can seriously distort a given 
school profile from year to year. Indeed, school 
populations vary so widely in size, even within the 
same area, that inter-school percentage comparisons 
are not always valid. , 

1.5.3 The fact that school enrolment figures for the 
primary and post-primary sectors are collected on 
different dates also poses some difficulties. Data for 
vocational, community and comprehensive schools 
refer specifically to September 1" of the cunrcnt 
school year; data for secondary schools refer to those 
enroled 'on or before' October 15*; while data for 
primary schools refer to September 30* (i.e., since 
1974/5; before that they were collected in Febiuary, 
which probably helps to explain some of the more 
extreme discrepancies in relative grant performance 
by some primary schools in 1 973/4 as compared with 
subsequent years). As grant assessment does not 
normally begin until November and continues through- 
out the school year, there is cleariy a problem in 
basing grant performance on available school popula- 
tion data. 

1.5.4 There is a handful of instances where the num- 
ber of grants earned in a given school in a given year 
exceeded (albeit minimally) the total recorded enrol- 
ment of that school. Roinn na Gaeltachta, upon 
rechccking, confirmed these figures, putting the dis- 
crepancies down to ^bureaucratic factors'. Late en- 
rolments alone cannot explain these discrepancies as 
the bureaucracy is such that some primary grants for 
the school year 1984/5, for example, had still not been 
claircd seven months into the next school year. Hence, 
WL do not know the extent to which schools with less 
'suspicious-looking* figures contain similar bureau- 
cratic additions for any given year. 

1.5.5 School closures and amalgamations tend to 
confuse the picture in some areas. While this report 
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ignores grant performance in the very large number of 
Gaeltacht primary schools which closed in the six or 
seven years prior to our period, it should be noted that 
ahighproportionofthegrant-eamers in some schools 
at the beginning of our period may have come from 
recently closed schools. On the other hand, it is not 
alv/ays clear that the pupils from a closed school 
moved en bloc to the school with which their former 
school was officially amalgamated. In addition, there 
is the problem of temporary school closures and 
amalgamations (e.g. for building or renovation pur- 
poses) and the practice of temporarily subsuming the 
grants data and/or the school population of School X 
under School Y. Finally, some post-primary schools 
changed stiUus (e.g. from secondary to vocational) 
during or shortly before our period. 

1.5.6 Grant applications are not confined to pupils 
either residing or attending schools within the official 
Gaeltacht as defined in 1956, 1967 and 1974. Appli- 
cations are entertained in respect of pupils attending 
any school which was on a pre-1956 list of schools 
kept by an Roinn Oideachais for the purposes of the 
scheme, or indeed, any other school subsequently 
recognised for such purposes. This can have a signifi- 
cant impact on the analysis of local patterns. First, 
there is official confusion as to the Gaeltacht status of 
a number of schools. Second, some Gaeltacht schools 
are located in areas which have been Anglophone for 
generations while some technically GallLacht schools 
located near the Gaeltacht boundary contain si; ble 
numbers of Irish speakers. These problems are par- 
ticularly pertinent in the case of new areas added to 
the official Gaeltacht since 1956 (Clochan, in Kerry, 
for example). 



1.6.2 Related to the previous point is the extent to 
which usage patterns in pupils' homes can be taken as 
representing community usage. There is evidence to 
suggest that, among adults .u any rate, Irish usage in 
Gaeltacht areas increasingly resembles the network- 
based pattern of Galltacht areas, being based on 
regular usage between particular individuals rather 
than community usage as such (Argoff, 1975; CCP, 
1988). Apart from the fact that we do not know the 
specific local factors infiuencing Irish usage in a 
given area, the relationship between a given school 
catchment area and a specific community is by no 
means easy to establish. This applies especially at 
post-primary level where the schools are not only few 
and far between but tend to be of a type that might not 
appeal to certain types of students or their parents. 
Thus, for example, there is only one secondary school 
in the Galway Gaeltacht and there is none in the 
Donegal Gaeltacht (they are all vocational, commu- 
nity or comprehensive). In addition, there is some 
evidence that the school ethos, specific teachers or 
other factors can influence the choice of school at 
both primary and second levels. Yet again, we simply 
do not have the relevant data to test this. 

1.6.3 The analysis in the following pages, therefore, 
should be read as no moie- than a preliminary attempt 
to deliniate the extent of the Gaeltacht during the 
years examined. Notwithstanding the qualifications 
noted above, there is a substantial degree of consis- 
tency apparent in the overall patterns and trends* 



L6 Conclusion 

1.6,1 Because of the factors noted above, it is difficult 
to know to what extent the £10 grant data in their 
present form allow us to validly measure household 
use of Irish among the pupils of different schools. At 
best, it seems that they permit us to do no more than 
tentatively identify broad patterns. Even striking 
variations, whether between schools or from year to 
year within schools, cannot be confidently under- 
stood to imply real changes in household language 
behaviour. We simply do not know the unique 
circumstances infiuencing grant performance in a 
given school. For example, there is anecdotal evi- 
dence that sudden unexpected shifts in grantperform- 
ance in certain schools (and indeed, initial choice of 
school and/or subsequent inter- school enrolment trans- 
fers) may be due to the infiucnce of particular teach- 
ers. Thus, while Roinn na Gaeltachta mainU\ins that 
the level of grant performance in a school may nor- 
mally be Laken as a fairly accurate refiection of the 
level of Irish usage in pupils* homes, this cannot be 
accepted as a hard-and-fast rule, especially in schools 
which have shown sudden dramatic shifts. Important 
issuesof this kind require further investigation before ^ 
any confident conclusions can be drawn. J. O 
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Chapter Two 

Some Methodological 
Considerations 

2,0 Introduction 

Before presenting the findings, it is necessary to 
explain the manner in which the data have been 
processed and how some of the problems noted in 
Chapter One have been dealt with. In particular, it is 
necessary to demonstrate why grant performance is 
largely presented in terms of the percentage of the 
total school population awarded the grant, even though 
this figure includes unknown numbers of non-appli- 
cants; and to di"aw attention to the fact that the 
Gaeltacht is not a self-contained unit by highlighting 
the problems posed by Gaeltacht and Galltacht stu- 
dents attending each others* schopls. 

It will be recalled [hatihegrantcan be applied foronly 
in respect of those aged six years and over on January 
1" of the current school year who were in fulltime 
education or on a fulltime work-preparation course. 
We do not know how many students in a given year 
and area were in third level education or on fulltime 
work-preparation courses but since this Report is 
concerned solely with those in primary and post- 



primary schools, this matter need not concern us here. 
The school populations provided by Roinn na Gael- 
tachta and An Roinn Oidcachais include unknown 
numbers of persons entitled to apply for the grant who 
did not do so but, for the present, it is accepted that 
these are a small proportion of those entitled to apply. 
More immediately problematical is the unknown 
proportion of under six year olds in primary schools 
who were too young to apply for assessment. 

2,1 Identifying the under-six-year-olds 

How do we decide what proportion of primary school 
populafions are under six years of age on January 1" 
of each school year? One solution would be to accept 
the national percentage of under six year olds in 
fulltime attendance in national schools. This can be 
calculated from the Annual Statistical Reports of An 
Roinn Oidcachais and ranged from 18% to 20% for 
the period covered by this report Table 2.1 subtracts 
the 1980/1 figure of 18% from the school populations 
for that year for various subarcas within the Gael- 
tacht. (The location of these subareas is shown in later 
sections). Needless to remark, grant performance im- 
proves significantly in almost every area as a result. 
However, in the case of Ceantar na nOilcan, it im- 
proves to 108%! Therefore, it is unsafe to apply the 
national percentage of under six year olds indiscrimi- 
nately to the Gaeltacht, especially at local level. 



TABLE 2.1: GRAl^fT PERFOmNCE IN LOCAL GAELT.^CriT PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN 1980/81 



COUNTY & SUB-AREA 


(A) 


(B) 


(C) 


(D) 


COUNTY & SUB-AREA 


(A) 


(B) 


(C) 


(D 


Northeast Donegal 


178 


26% 


31% 


+24 


Belrnullet A 


58 


13% 


16% 




Northwest Donegal 


1267 


49% 


59% 




Belmullet B 


66 


26% 


32% 




Central Donegal 


145 


38% 


46% 


+16 


BelmuUet C 


17 


5% 


6% 




Southern Donegal 


144 


27% 


33% 




Corrar; and Acai 11 


69 


15% 


18% 




DONEGAL 


1734 


41% 


50% 




Loch Mease Area 


45 


23% 


28% 




Arainn 


■ 185 


80% 


98% 




MAYO 


255 


15% 


19% 




Ceantar na nOilean 


278 


88% 


108% 




CORK 


158 


23% 


28% 




Carna 


198 


61% 


75% 




^-JATERFORD 


92 


27% 


33% 




Ros Muc-Ceathrij Rua 


418 


72% 


88% 




NEATH 


70 


31% 


38% 




Ros an MJ-ul- Bearna 


487 


48% 


58% 




Corca Dhuibhne 


406 


51% 


62% 


+8 


East Galway 


20 


4% 


5% 




Uibh Rathach 


64 


25% 


31% 


+ 1 


Moycullen Area 


63 


18% 


21% 


+ 4 


KERRY 


470 


45% 


54% 




Joyce Country 


79 


31% 


38% 




TOTAI. GAELTACHT 


4513 


38% 


46% 




GALWAY 


1734 


47% 


58% 


+27 In Galway City 











Col. (A) sho^s the number of grants earned in GAELTACHT schools on^y. 
Col.(B) shows Col. (A) as a percentage of the total local school populations. 
Col.(C) percentages are based on 32% of the same school populations, :.e.; 

100% minus 18% estimated to be under six years of age on 1/1/1981. 
Col.(D} shows the numlx;- of additional grants earned in local GALLTACHT schools 



The most obvious course would be to seek the actual 
figures for each school for each year. However, both 
Roinn na Gaeltachla and An Roinn Oidcachais stated 
that these data could not be provided. Nevertheless, 
An Roinn Oidcachais agreed to provide the data for 
one year only. As it was considered worthwhile to 
attempt comparisons with the data from the Census of 
Population of Ireland carried out in April 1981 (see 
below), the data requested was for the number and 
percentage of under six year olds in each Gaeltacht 
primary school on January 1981. Regrettably, 
even this could not be provided in full, as figures for 
the previous year had to be used in the case of Mayo, 
Meath and Water ford and there were\niany schools 



omitted from the calculations which other evidence 
suggested were Gaeltacht schools (see Section 2,2). 

In the event, the exercise produced an overall Gael- 
tiicht figure of 15.7%, which is close enough to the 
national figure of 1 8. 1 % for that year. The scores for 
the Gaeltacht areas of each county ranged from 12.5% 
in Mayo to 18.6% in Meath. It may or may not be 
significant that both of these figures refer to the 
previous year but inier-school scores within each 
Gaeltacht ranged much wider than this (see Tabic 
.2.2). 
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TABLB 2.2: PERCEMFAGK OF U>JDER SIX YEAR OLD PUPILS IN GAELTACHT PRIMARY SCHOOLS 
ON JA:WARY l^*^ 198.1: RAJ'JGE OF lOTKR-SQlOOL SCORES WITHIN COUirflES 



COmTY: DONBGAi. GALV7AY MAYO KERRY CORK VVFORD MEATH TOTAL 

RA?>r,E OF SCORES: 8-25% 0-29% 0-42% 0-32% 2-33% 0-39% 16-22% 0-42% 
SOURCE: An Roinn Oideachais (Specidl Tabulation). 



ERLC 



Given thai demographic changes occurred through- 
out our period, we have no way of knowing if the 
figures for 198 1 are valid for other years. In an ideal 
situation, all pupils aged six years and over attending 
Gaeltacht primary schools should earn the grant. In 
fact, if we apply the 1981 Gaeltacht primary school 
figure of 84% (i.e. 100% less 15.7% under six years 
old) to the averaged scores for the first three years of 
the 1980s, we find this figure equalled or exceeded in 
only eight of the 144 Gaeltacht primary schools (all of 



them in Galway). Lowering the threshold to 80% 
brings in another five (three of them in Galway). 
Lowering it still further to 75% brings in another 
eleven (six of them in Galway), giving a total of 24 out 
of 144, or one school in six. Similarly, while all post- 
primary students should ideally earn the grant each 
year, less than a third of the 26 Gaeltacht schools 
reached or exceeded 75% (eight schools, five of them 
in Galway) and only three of the schools reached or 
exceeded 90% (see Table 2.3). 



TABLE 2.3: SUrii'ViRY AVER/^GE GRANT PERFORMANCE IN GAELTACHT PRI^4ARY SCHOOLS 
{A!^ID TN PAREI-^THESES, POS^-PRI^'ARY SCHOOLS) IN THE EARLY 1980s 
(1981/2-1983/4) 





TOTAL 


DONBGAL 


GALWAY 


KiAYO 


KERRY 


CORK 


W'FORD 


MEATH 


>75% 


24 (8) 


4 (1) 


17 (5) 




2 (1) 




. (1) 


1 .. 


51-75% 


40 (7) 


14 (1) 


14 (2) 


4 (!) 


5 (2) 


2 (i) 






26-50% 


21 (5) 


6 (2) 


3 . 




5 (1) 


5 (2) 




1 . 


0-25% 


59 (6) 


16 (1) 


10 . 


26 (5) 


4 . 


2 . 






TOTAL 


144 (26) 


40 (5) 


44 (7) 


30 (6) 


16 (4) 


9 (3) 


3 (1) 


2 (0) 



NOrE: See Table 3.3 foe fuller details. 



Thus, while there are substantial variations in the 
proportion of under six year olds in Gaeltacht primary 
schools, there are even greater variations in the pro- 
portion of pupils awarded the grant. Given these 
findings, it has been decided to base grant perform- 
ance in each school on the total population enrolled in 
that school aitliough there is an obvious need for 
caution in assessing the results, particularly with 
regard to individual schools. 



2.2 Identifying Gaeltacht schools 

The identification of Gaeltacht schools was problem- 
atic. Attempts to compile a definitive list from lists 
supplied by Roinn na Gaeltachta and An Roinn Oide- 
achais were frustrated by numerous discrepancies 
between these lists. Table 2.4 summarises the dis- 
crepancies between the three major lists supplied with 
reference to primary schools in 1980. 



TABLE 2.4: PRIMARY SCHOOLS APPAREt^fLY OPEN IN 1980 WHOSE GAELT^CHT SPATUS 
DIFFERS AS BETWEEN THREE OFFICIAL LISPS^ 

X = Identified as a Gaeltacht school on a given official list 
- = Not so identified 
Underlined = No pupils qualified foe the grant between 1973/4 and 1933/4 



ROLL 


OFFIC 


\L 


LIST 


ROLL OFFICIAL 


LIST 


NO. 


NAflE/LOCATION A 


ti 


C 


^^0. NAME/LOCATION A 


B 


C 




DOt^EGAL (7) 






MAYO (8) 






16242 


Dumhaigh Bhig 


X 


X 


11582 Beal Deirg 


X 


X 


19252 


Carraig Airt 




X 


14188 8arr na Tea 


X 


X 


18766 


An Mhaoil Rua X 


X 




14258 An Chill Mhor 


X 


X 


10955 


Ac a inn Mhor 


X 


X 


17596 An Doirin 


X 


X 


16823 


Min an Ghabhann 




X 


14863 Gob an Choi re 


X 


X 


16869 


An Bhreacaigh X 


X 




16379 Toin An tSeanbhai Ic^- 


X 


X 


P32a 


An Roisin 


X 




17524 Inis Bigil 


X 


X 










15073 An tSraith 


X 


X 




G.ALV/AY (8) 






KERRY (I) 






17660 


N.TreaGa, An Caiseal- 




X 


06227 Smeirbhic 


X 


X 


17574 


CiU Chiarain,Carna X 


X 




CORK il) 






13914 


Rathun, Bearna X 




X 


14839 Gar ran Ui Chea.n'gh ^ 


X 


X 


08446 


Tulaigh Mhic Aodh'n - 


X 


X 


1483 6 Baile Ui Bhuaiah X 




X 


17491 


Baile Grifir. 


X 




10471 Cuil An Bhuacaigh^ X 


X 




16975 


N.Brld; Cor an Dola - 


X 


X 


MEATH (2) 






19403 


Scaith Salach 


X 


X 


17513 Cill Bhrlde 




X 


13252 


Doire Oir. Ghlinne X- 






18174 Baile Oral 




X 



J LII7I* A provided by AN ROINN OIDFAOTAIS in Jun 
I AST B provided by ROINN NA GAELTACHTA in r^ar 
LISr C provided by ROINN NA GAELTACHTA in Jan 

2 No grants at Toin an tSeanhhaile until 1983/4 

3 Cuil an Bhuacaigh appears to have closed ca, 1983 



1988 but with ref. to 1980 
1930 
1986 
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There are 29 disputed schools in Table 2.4. Both 
Roinn na Gacltachta lists agreed that 15 of these 29 
schools are in the Gaeltacht and that a sixteenth is not 
in the Gaeltacht. These status ascriptions were ac- 
cepted throughout this report. Most of the discrepan- 
cies among the remaining schools were subsequently 
resolved but where any hint of doubt remains, this is 
indicated. 

The fact that one third of the 29 disputed schools 
contained no grant qualifier throughout our period 
probably contributed to the confusion regarding their 
Gaeltacht status and suggests that, whatever about 
their de jure status, they are de factoGalllacht schools. 
Eight of the 15 disputed schools ascribed Gaeltacht 
status on both Roinn na Gaellachta lists contained no 
grant qualifiers during our period. The school popu- 
lations of these eight, as well as those of other no- 
grant Gaeltacht schools whose status is not in dispute, 
have generally been excluded from Chapter Three 
calculations of area grant performance based on 
combinations of Gaeltacht school populations (al- 
though they are always identified as no-grant Gael- 
tacht schools). This should be borne in mind at all 
times, especially with regard to Mayo, which contains 



a substantial number of such schools. 

Nonetlieless, while this report may occasionally as- 
sign Gaeltacht status to schools that are technically in 
the Galltacht (and vice versa) it is hoped that these 
few cases reflect local realities. 

23 Identifying Gaeltacht-resident students 

Given that the main objective of the grant scheme is 
home use of Irish, grant performance should ideally 
be based on those living in a particular area who are 
entitled to apply for the grant, regardless of where 
they attend school. However, fora variety of reasons, 
including the size and location of local communities 
and the range of educational options available, num- 
bers of Gaeltacht and Galltacht students cross the 
Gaeltacht boundary to attend school. If these num- 
bers are substantial (in either direction) it may not be 
advisable to base grant performance in a given area on 
the populations of local schools. 

Table 2.5 shows that over 90% grant qualifiers in 
every county except Meath attended Gaeltacht schools 
in 1980/1. 



TABLE 2.5: GRANT QUALIFIERS AT Gaeltacht SaiOOLS AS A PKRCRNTAGK OF ALf. GRAWr 
QUALIFIERS IN FACH GAELTACHT COUNTY IN 1980/1. 



D'GAL G'WAY mYO mm CORK W'D M'Tfl TOT^^I, 

PRIMARY LEVEL 98% 98% iOO% 98% 100% 100% 100% 98% 

SECOND LEVEL 78% 87% 92% 83% 95% 76% 0% 83% 

PRIM/^RY AND SECOND LEVFL COf^BINED 91% 95% 97% 91% 98% 91% 69% 93% 
NOTE: For full details on the calculations in this and cubsequent Tables, see 
Appendix at the end of this Chapter. 
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The primary level average was a constant 98-100%, 
but at second level the much lower average of 83% 
ranged widely between and within the various Gael- 
tachtai. In Northeast Donegal, South Kerry (Uibh 
RSthach) and Meath for example, where there are no 
second level schools within the Gaeltacht boundary, 
many students, unable or unNvilling to travel to Gael- 
tacht schools in other areas, attend Galllacht schools. 
Because primary grants greatly outnumber post-pri- 



mary grants in most of the Gaellachtai, these wide 
variations at second level tend to be submerged when 
primary and post-primary data are combined into 
single scores. Table 2.6 demonstrates this further by 
providing two sets of figures. The left-hand columns 
involve grant qualifiers attending Gaeltacht schools 
only; those on the right add grant qualifiers in Gall- 
tacht schools to those in Gaeltacht schools but leave 
Gaeltacht school populations constant. 



TABLE 2.6: GRAOT QUALIFIERS AT Gaeltacht SCHOOLS AND AT Gaeltacht + Galltacht 

SQIOGLS AS A PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL POPULATION OF Gaeltacht SQIOOLS 
ESTIMATED TO BE AGED 6"*' IN 1980/1. 



LEVEL 


DONEGAL 


G.^LWAY 


MAYO 


KERRY 


•CORK 


W'FORu 


ME/\TH 


TOTAL 


PRL'^RY 

SECOND 

TOTAL 


50% 51% 
42% 54% 
48% 52% 


58% 59% 
80% 92% 
63% 67% 


19% 19% 
14% 15% 
16% 17% 


54% 55% 
72% 86% 
61% 67% 


28% 28% 
37% 38% 
32% 33% 


33% 33% 
98%128% 
42% 46% 


38% 38% 
38% 55% 


46% 47% 
46% 55% 
46% 50% 



NOTE: Those aged 6''' calculated as in Table 2.1, Column C» 



As in Table 2.5, the combined primary and second 
level figures tend to reflect the primary level figures. 
Not surprisingly, the Galltacht grants make little or no 
difference at primary level while they make very 
considerable differences at second level: in Water- 
ford for example, the number of grants earned by 
post-primary students exceeded the total number of 
post-primary students at school within that Gaeltacht 
by 28%. As grant qualifiers usually constitute very 



small minorities in Galltacht schools, it would de- 
press the levels of grant performance were their host 
school populations to be added to the total popula- 
tions of Gaeltacht schools. Indeed, it might be a case 
of depressing these levels still further insofar as there 
arc unknown numbers of Galltacht residents (as well 
as unknown numbers of recent in-migrants) already 
included in the total populations of Gaeltacht schools. 
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Therefore, in the first instance, it is necessary to 
attempt to estimate the proportion of Gacltacht-resi- 
dcnt students who are old enough to apply for the 
grant, whether they attend Gael tacht or non-Gael tacht 
schools. This will now Ix* ' '^e with the aid of data 
from the most recently pu Census of Popula- 

tion, that of 1981. In addition /toviding an alterna- 
tive base for estimating g':ant performance to the 
Gaeltacht school-based measure used in this Report, 
the Census also provides its own measure of ability to 
speak Irish among this same cohort of Gaeltacht- 
resident students, based on the standard Census ques- 
tion on this topic. 



We cannot assume that equal numbers of students 
from either side of the Gaeltacht boundary attend 
schools on the other side. However, assuming all 
those enrolled in Gaeltacht schools to be Gaeltacht 
residents allows us to estimate the maximum percent- 
age of Gaeltacht-resident students at schools within 
their own Gaeltacht (Table 2.7). If this figure is below 
100%, the difference is taken to be the minimum 
percent ige of Gaeltacht residents attending schools 
outside that Gaeltacht. If it is above 100% (as in 
Cork), it indicates the minimum representation of 
Galltacht students in Gaeltach schools. 



TABI.E 2.7: STUDEMTS IN GAELTACHT SCriODLS AS A PERCENTAGE OF ALL STUDEOTS LIVING 
IN EACH GAELTACHT IN 1980/1. 

COUNTY DONEGAL GALWAY MAYO KERRY CORK W'FORD MEATH TOTAL 

91% 70% 84% 83% 1^0% 74% 90% 83% 

* Analysis based on fulltime primary and post-primary students aged 6+, using 
a conibination of school populations and Census data for 1980/1 (see belov;) . 
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Table 2.7 suggests that at least 17% of all Gaeltacht 
students travel outside their own Gaeltacht to attend 
school, the vast majority, presumably, to attend non- 
Gacltacht schools. The fact that this figure was as 
high as 30% in Galway seriously qualifies the supe- 
rior grant performance in Galway Gaeltacht schools 
revealed in Table 2.6 (63% compared with 46% for 
the Gaeltacht as a whole). 

Because Table 2.7 is partly based on Census data, it is 
not possible to distinguish between primary and sec- 
ond level students or to apply the findings to other 
years (see below). Despite these limitations however, 
the exercise highlights the importanceof being able to 
relate area of residence to school attended, which 
cannot be done with the data at our disposal. 

2A Grant performance and the Census 

Given that grant performance scores in Table 2.6 and 
in Chapter Three o^ this Report are calculated with 
reference to the populations of Gaeltacht schools, it 
may help to use Census data as an alicmative base on 
which to estimate grant performance. The Census 
allows us to include all students living in the Gael- 
tacht who were old enough to apply for the grant 
regardless of whether they attended Gaeltacht or 
Galltacht schools and regardless of whether they did 
or did not apply for the grant. It may also be instruc- 
tive to compare this Census-based measure of grant 
performance with the percentage of the same cohort 
who were retumcd as being able to speak Irish in the 
Census language ability question. 

The most up to date published Census data on this 
issue relate to 1981, which falls within the period 
covered in the present Report. The data on *Irish 
speakers* published by the Central vStatistics Office 
(CSO) refer specifically to those who were returned in 
the Census of Population as being able to speak Irish. 
These returns are made by the *Hcad of Household* 
who is charged with completing the Census form on 
behalf of all household members. It is not claimed 
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that those so enumerated actually use Irish or that 
other household members have been consulted as to 
how they wished to be recorded. Nor docs the Census 
schedule provide any guidance as to the criteria to be 
used for assessing such abilities. 

2.4.1 Calculating the Census figures 

The published census figures do not allow disaggre- 
gation of under six year olds, of primary, post-pri- 
mary or other students, or the level or type of post- 
primary school attended. However, a combination of 
published and unpublished CSO data allows fairly 
reliable estimates to be made. Full details of the 
procedures and calculations used can be found in rhe 
Appendix at the end of this Chapter. 

Table 10 in Volume 6 of the published Census series 
gives the number of *Irish speakers* in each Gaeltacht 
who were aged three years and over and * still (or not 
yet) at school, university, etc.*. The number of Irish 
speakers who were under six years of age was esti- 
mated by applying the percentage of Irish speakers 
among 3-4 year olds in each area (Census Table 8A) 
to all of those aged 3-5 in the same area (as reported 
in the unpublished small-area statistics). CSO special 
tabulations were then used to exclude those aged 
fifteen and over in fulltime education at other than 
primary and post-primary schools. Unfortunately, it 
was not possible to disaggregate primary from post- 
primary students among the remainder; so, while few 
if any over fifteen year olds were still at primary 
schools, we have no way of knowing how many of the 
under fifte^en year old? were in post-primary schools. 
Therefore, primary and post-primary students have 
had to be aggregated for this exercise. 

Using these Census estimates as a base for calculating 
grant performance, we find that the total number of 
grant qualifiers in 1980/81 accounted for 41% of all 
Gaeltacht-resident fulltime primary and post-primary 
students aged six and over. This ranged from 15% in 
Mayo to 56% in Kerry (Table 2.8). 
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TABLE 2.8: TWO MEASURES OF GRANT PERFOy^NCE IN 1980/1 CWARED: 

(a) A CENSUS-BASED ESTIMATE, BEI^'G THE TOTAL NUMBE."^ OF GRANT QUALIFIERS 
IN GAELTAO-IT + GALLTACHT SCHOOLS AS A PERCENTAGE OF ALL GAELTACHT- 
RESIDENT FULLTIME STUDENTS AGED 6+ IN GAELTACHT & GALLTACHT SCHOOLS 
AND (b) A SaiOOL-BASED ESTIMATE (AS IN TABLE 2.6) BEING THE TOTAL NUJTOER 
OF GRAOTS EARNED IN GAELTACHT SCHOOLS ONLY AS A PERCENTAGE OF ALL 
STUDEOTS AGED 6+ ATTENDING THESE GAELTACHT SCHOOLS. 

D'GAL G'WAY MAYO KERRY CORK WD M'TH TOTAI 

CE!JSUS~BASED ESTIMATE 47% 47% 15% 56% 39% 34% 49% 41% 

SCHOOL-BASED ESTIMATE (as Table 2.6) 48% 63% 16% 61% 32% 42% 38% 46% 
VKJTB: For full figures, see Appendix at end of Chapter. 



These Census data include Gaeltacht res idents attend- 
ing Galltacht schools, and the total number of grant 
qualifiers may also include some legitimate appli- 
can*;S living outside the Gaeltacht. Ignoring these 
qualifications for the moment, it is significant that 
this measure of overall grant performance based on 
Census data is broadly compatible with Table 2.6 
(reproduced in part in Table 2.8) which was based on 
Gaeltacht school populations provided by An Roinn 
Oidcachais, less an estimated 18% too young to apply 
for the grant. In other words, the total number of 
primary and post-primary grant qualifiers in 1980/1 
(whether they attended Gaeltacht or Galltacht schools) 
was equivalent to 41% of all Gaeltacht-resident full- 
time students aged six years or older (again, regard- 
less of whether they attended primary or post-primary 
Gaeltacht or Galltacht schools) as enumerated in the 
Census in April 1981; while grant qualifiers in Gael- 
tacht schools only accounted for 46% of all pupils 
aged six or over in Gaeltacht schools in January that 
year. 

The figures for individual counties are also broadly 
comparable. The differences between the two scores 
are minimal in Donegal and Mayo (1 %); they are also 
low in Kerry (5%), Cork (7%) and Watcrford (8%). 
However, they are quite substantial in Mcath (11%) 
and Gal way (16%). 

2A.2 Comparing Primary and 

Post-primary Grant Performance 

If we wish to compare the grant performance of 
primary pupils with that of second level students, we 
are obliged to restrict our base to the populations of 
schools within the Gaeltacht boundary estimated to 
be six years and older. This involves the exclusion of 
Gaeltacht students at Galltacht schools and the inclu- 
sion of Galltacht students at Gaeltacht schools, re- 
gardless of the numbers in either group who applied or 
qualified for the grant. As we have seen, this restric- 
tion of the analysis to Gaeltacht schools raises the 
overall average from 41% to 46%, ranging this time 
from 16% in Mayo to 63% in Galway. The overall 
figure of 46% is the same at both primary and second 
levels but the generally much higher numbers in- 
volved at primary level tend to influence the overall 
figure unduly. Thus, while the primary figures reflect 
the overall figures, ranging from 1 9% in Mayo to 5 8% 
in Galway, the post-primary figures range from 98% 
in Watcrford, with its single second level Gaeltacht 



school, to zero in Meath, where there is no second 
level school within the Gaeltacht boundary. These 
are the two smallest Gaeltachtai however - so small in 
fact that they are bound to be difficult to relate in any 
meaningful way to the much larger Gaeltachtai. 

Galway and Donegal are the two most populous 
Gaeltachtai. At primary level, an identical number of 
grant qualifiers attended Gaeltacht schools (1734, or 
98% of all primary grants paid in each county). 
However, as enrollment in Galway Gaeltacht primary 
schools was somewhat lower than in Donegal (3000 : 
3460) grantperformance was higher in Galway Gael- 
tacht primary schools than in Donegal (58% : 50%). 
At second level, enrollment in Galway Gaeltacht 
schools was even lower vis-a-vis Donegal (953 : 
1603) yet more grants were earned in these Galway 
schools than in Donegal, with grant performance in 
Galway Gaeltacht schools twice as high as in Donegal 
(80% : 42%). How can this be explained? 

The first point to note is that the number of Gaeltacht- 
resident fulltime piimary and second level students 
aged six and over in Galway and Donegal were quite 
similar according to our Census-based calculations 
(5646: 5569). However, the total enrollment aged six 
and over attending Gaeltacht schools accounted for 
only 70% of this cohort in Galway compared with 
91% in Donegal (see Table 2.7). This suggests that a 
much higher percentage of Galway Gaeltacht stu- 
dents attended Galltacht schools than their Donegal 
counterparts. 

It is true that a i^nificantly higher percentage of 
Donegal second level grant qualifiers attended non- 
Gaeltacht schools than in .Galway (22% : 13% - see 
Table 2.5). However, it is significant that 70% of 
grant qualifiers in Donegal Galltacht schools were 
concentrated in two schools, in each of which they 
constituted over 10% of total enrollment, whereas in 
Galway , grant earners were dispersed among a greater 
number of Galltacht schools in which they formed an 
insignificant proportion of total enrollment. There- 
fore, part of the explanation may lie not simply in the 
proportion of Gaeltacht students who attend non- 
Gaeltacht schools but in the extent to which these 
cluster in significant numbers in these non-Gaeltacht 
schools. 

Moreover, returning to our Census calculations, the 
percentage of grant qualifiers among Gaeltacht stu-' 
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dents in Galllacht schcK)ls (primary and second level 
combined) was five times higher in Donegal than in 
Galway(46% :9%). This suggests that while Galway 
Gacltacht schools have higher percentages of grant 
qualifiers than Donegal Gaeltacht schools, a much 
higher proportion of Galway Gaeltacht residents than 
their Donegal counterparts either do not apply for or 
fail to qualify for the grant, a fact that is hidden by 
their attendance at non-Gaeltacht schools. 

Of course, another line of explanation for the superior 
grant performance in Galway Gaeltacht schools 
compared with Donegal might involve the proportion 
ofGalltacht-residentstudentsattending these schools. 
However, to pursue this further would require de- 
tailed data on school catchment areas which we do not 



possess. 

2.4.3 Grant performance compared with 
Census-claimed ability to speak Irish 

Table 2.9 compares the overall grant performance 
score for 1980/1 among Gaeltacht-resident primary 
and post-primary students (aged six and over, regard- 
less of where they attend school) with the percentage 
of the same cohort who were claimed in the 1981 
Census to be able to speak Irish, Jhis suggests that the 
number of Gaeltacht residents aged six-plus in full- 
time primary and second leve* education who suc- 
cessfully applied for the £10 gro * was only half the 
number who were claimed to be able to speak Irish in 
the Census that year (41% : 83%). This ranged from 
one fifth in Mayo to four fifths in Meath, 



TABLE' 2.9: GRW PEPf ORM?tNCH: IN 1980/1, USING 1981 CENSUS-a^SfCD EffflM^TES OF 
GAELTACHT RESIDENTS AGED 6+ AND ENROLLED AS FULLTIME STUDEOTS IN 
PRIKAJ^Y A^JD SECOND LEVEL GAELTACHT OK GALLTACHT SCHOOLS; COMPARED 
vJlTH THE PERCEiNTTAGE OF THE SAME COHORT RETURNED AS IRISH SPEAKERS 
T\' THE CENSUS 

D'GAL G'^^AY MAYO KERRY CORK V^'D M'TH TOTAL 

Grant qualifiers at Gaeltacht & Gailtacht schools as a % of 

alj Gaeltacht-resident students 47% 47% 15% 56% 39% 34% 49% 41% 
Census 'Irish speakers' as a % of 

all Gaeltacht-resident students 83% 84% 74% 87% 91% S6% 62% 83% 
Grant qualifiers at Gaeltacht & Gailtacht schools as a % of 

all 'Irish speakers' in Census 57% 56% 19% 64% 43% 35% 79% 50% 
nOTE: Ail data r:onfined to full time primary and second level students aged 6+, 
living in the Gaeltacht but not necessarily attending Gaeltacht schools. 
For full figures see Appendix at end of Chapter. 



There are two main lines of explanation, either or both 
of which could help to explain these discrepancies. 
The first relates to the nature of the data being 
collected. It should be recalled of course that the 
Census merely asks i fa person can speak Irish whereas 
the £10 Grant Scheme seeks to assess if this ability is 
conr.jTicnsurate with coming from a home where Irish 



is normally used. If this is so however, it would 
appear that large proportions of Gaeltacht Heads of 
Households share a tendency wilh large proportions 
of their Gailtacht counterparts to rate school-going 
children, especially at post-primary level, as being 
able to speak Irish simply because they are in daily 
contact with the language at school (see Table 2. 10). 
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2.10: PERCENTAGE RETURiNED AS IRISH SPEAKERS A-^WG DIFFERENT COFIORTS OF 
THE 3-19 AGE GROUP IN THE CENSUSES OF 1961, 197JL AND 1981 
COMPARED WITH THE AVERAGE FOR THE TOPAL POPULATION AGED 3+ 



NATIONAL FIGURES 



GAELTACHT ONLY 



AGE GROUP 



1961 1971 1981 1961 1971 1981 



3- 4 
5- 9 
10-14 
15-19 



5,9 
28.5 
52.0 



TOTAL POPU LAT I ON 



5.5 
27.6 
50.6 
SI. 5 



4.9 
27.8 
50.8 
51.0 



65.3 59.9 52.8 

82.9 81.0 73.3 

90.5 88.4 83.4 

90.7 88.3 83.4 



28.3 31.6 86.6 82.9 77.4 



Source: Census .^pulation for relevant years. 



The second line would suggest that many more poten- 
tial applicants than is believed do not apply for 
assessment and/or that there is a very high proportion 
of failed applications. While we do not have the data 
to test this hypothesis, it is unlikely to explain a dis- 
crepancy of the magnitude involved here. 

2.4.4 Census data versus school 
populations as bases of grant 
performance 

In any case, when the primary and post-primary data 
were aggregated, grant performance based on Gael- 
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tacht school populations was significantly higher in 
Galway than in Donegal schools (63% : 48%). Al- 
most identical figures resulted when grant earners in 
Gailtacht schools were substituted for equal numbers 
ot notional non-qualifiers in Gaeltacht schools (see 
Table 2.6). However, when the calculations of grant 
performance were based on the Census data relating 
to Gaeltacht-resident school-goers rather than on the 
populations of Gaeltacht schools (Table 2.8), the 
difference in grant performance between the two 
Gaeltachtai wa'" obliterated, whether the Gailtacht 
grants are excluGcd (44% : 43%) or included (47% : 
47%). 
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Which set of figures then, the school populations or 
the Census data, are of most value as a basis for 
calculating grant performance? Given that these two 
counties generally share three quarters of all grants 
fairly evenly between them (37% each in 1980/1); 
that almost identical percentages of school-goers in 
both of these counties were returned as Irish speakers 
in the 198 1 Census (84%, 83%); and that grant quali- 
fiers in both counties constituted almost identical 
percentages of these Census-claimed Irish speakers 
(56%, 57%); itis highly tempting to accept the Census 
data, for their neatness and their comprehensiveness. 
The problem with this would be that the richness of 
the analysis afforded by school population data relat- 
ing to primary/post-primary and Gacltacht/Galltacht 
distinctions would be lost. It would also be impx)S- 
siblc insofar as the Census is conducted at five to ten 
year intervals and becomes rapidly outdated and 
unreliable. 

Nevertheless, the degree of compatibility between the 
proportion of Gaeltacht residents oi Gaellacht or 
Galltacht schools who earned the grant as measured 
by the Census (41%) and the proportion of the total 
population of Gaeltacht schools who earned the grant 
as measured by official school populations (46%) and 
by Harris and Murtagh (38% - 48%) is encouraging. It 
would appear therefore, that every effort should be 
made to integrate the data on the £lO Grant Scheme 
with data collected in the Census. The prospects for 
this happening are discussed in Chapter Four. 



2.5 Conclusion 

It will be clear from the foregoing discussion that a 
number of operational assumptions and some techni- 
cal *rules of thumb* have had to be adopted in order to 
proceed with the analysis. Given that the main 
objective of the £10 Grant Scheme is home use of 
Irish, grant performance should ideally be based on 
those living in a particular area who are entitled to 
apply for the grant, regardless of where they attend 
school. As we have seen, however, the data at our 
disposal do not allow us to precisely determine the 
proportion of students in a local area (or even a given 
school) who (a) are old enough to apply for the grant, 
or (b) are attending schools on the far side of the 
Gaeltacht boundary from their home address. More- 
over, there is clearly a problem with regard to those 
Gaeltacht schools which, tliough technically in the 
Gaeltacht, are dc facto, non-Gacltacht schools. There- 
fore, in Chapter Three of this report, area grant 
performance scores will refer to grant qualifiers in 
Gaeltacht schools as a percentage of the total popula- 
tion enrolled in those schools, with data on Galltacht 
schools where grants were earned and data on Gael- 
tacht schools where no grants were earned during our 
period shown separately. Consequently, even though 
the study is based solely on school units, problems of 
interpretation remain. 
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APPENDIX TABLE: r-<EASUR£S OF GRANT PERFORMAl'lCB FOR E/vCH GAELTACHT IN 1980/31 
BASED ON SCHOOL POPULATION DATA AND CENSUS POPULATION DATA 



D'GAL G'WAY MAYO KERRY CORK W'D H'TH TOTAL 



SCHOOL DATA 



PRIMARY SeCrOR; 



1. 


Gaeltacht school grants 


i734 


1734 


253 


470 


158 


92 


70 


4511 


2. 


Galltacht school grants 


40 


31 




9 








80 


3 . 


TOTAL PRIMARY GRANl'S 


1774 


1765 


253 


479 


158 


92 


70 


4591 


4. 


Popjlation: v3ae?lacht schools 


4220 


3658 


1665 


1053 


679 


337 


226 


11833 


5. 


Less est. 18% under 6 yr. .jlds 


3460 


3000 


1365 


863 


557 


276 


185 


9706 




POST-PRIJ^y SECTOP* 


















6. 


Gaeltacht school o: .ts 
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767 


171 
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167 


42 


0 
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Galltacht school ,»dnts 


194 


115 


15 


• 72 
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13 


31 
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TOTAL POSr-PRl.MARY GRANTS 
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186 


432 


175 


55 


31 


2627 
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Population: Gaeltacht schools 


1603 


953 


1223 
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43 
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10. 


Gaeltacht school grants 


2408 


2501 


424 


830 


325 


134 


70 


6692 


11. 


Galltacht school grants 


234 


144 


15 


81 


8 


13 


31 


526 
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TOFAL GRANTS 


2642 


2645 


439 


911 


333 


147 


101 


7218 


13. 


Population: Gaeltacht schools 


5823 


4611 


288S 


1553 


1134 


380 


226 


16615 


14. 


Less est. under 6 year olds 


5063 


3953 


2588 


1363 


1012 


319 


185 


14483 



CENSUS DATA 

15. IRISH SPEAKERS aged 3+ still/not yet 

in fijlltime education 5606 5951 2563 1711 923 476 141 17376 

16. -IRISH SPEAKERS aged 3-5 (% of 3-4 year old Irish speakers applied to local 

population aged 3-5) -851 -865 -231 -220 -130 -48 -3 -2348 

17. -IRISH SPEAKERS aged 15t- in fuUtime education at other than 

post-primary schools -123 -345 -55 -66 -33 -14 -10 -646 

18. = IRISH SPEAKERS aged 6+ in full time education at 

primary/post-primary schools 4632 4741 2277 1425 765 414 128 14382 



19. TOT.AL POPUrJ^TION aged 3+ still/not yet 

in ftJlltime education 7153 7749 3838 2120 1073 520 261 22764 

20. -Those aged 3-5 -1404 -1526 -735 -402 -192 -73 -39 -4471 
-Third level students etc. -180 -477 -84 -79 -39 -14 -16 -889 

21. =TOTAL POPULATIO^; aged 6+- in fulltime education at 

primary/post-primary schools S569 5646 3069 1639 842 433 206 17404 

SCHOOL & CENSUS DATA 

22. Gaeltacht pupils attending Galltacht schools 

(Row 21 ninus Row 14) 506 1693 481 276 -170 114 21 2921 

23. Gaeltacht attendees at Galltacht schools who did not qualify for the Grant 
(Row 22 minus Row 11) 272 1549 466 195 162 101 -10 2395 
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Chapter Three 

Grant Numbers and Grant 
Performance 1973/4 - 1983/4 

3*0 Introduction 

This chapter analyses trends in grant numbers (that is, 
the number of grant qualifiers in a given school or 
group of schools) and in grant performance (that is, 
grant qualifiers expressed as a percentage of the total 
populations of the schools they attend) for the period 
1973/4 to 1983/4. It is in two sections. The first 
section deals with overall trends for the Gaeitacht as 
a whole and with broad comparisons between coun- 
ties and between groups of local schools within coun- 
ties. The second section, which contains the bulk of 
the material, focuses in detail on local trends within 
each Gaeitacht county. 

3,1 General Trends 

This section opens with a brief description of overall 
trends in grant numbers and their distribution. The 
data are then summarised in a scries of maps which 
provide a comprehensive overview of trends in grant 
numbers and grant performance for the five larger 
Gaeitacht counties and their subarcas. The section 
concludes with a brief summary outline of the main 
trends in grant performance over the period covered 
by the Report 

3.1,1 Grant numbers and their 
distribution 

In the eleven year period covered by this report a total 
of almost 79,5(X) grants were paid out in respect of 
fuUtime primary and post-primary school aitenders. 
Grant numbers declined seriously in the late 1970s 
but soon reverted to their former level of 72(X)-7500 
p.a. However, this was achieved by a rise in post- 
primary grants whereas primary grants, after a short 
rally, continued to decline. (See Figure 3 J), 

The annual number of grants was in the range 4350- 
5000 in the case of primary school pupils and 2350- 
2800 in the case of post-primary students. The 
highest combined grants total recorded was in 1975/ 
6 (7559) and the lowest was only three years later in 
1978/9(6831). 

The overall distribution of grants between counties 
was fairly stable with three quarters of the grants 
being fairly evenly shared between Galway (39%) 
and Donegal (35%) and the remainder going to Kerry 
(12%), Mayo (6%), Cork (5%), Waterford (2%) and 
Meath (1 %). (Sec Figure 3 J), 



Figure 3.1: Graph showing total Annual Number of 
Grants Paid 1973/4-1983/4 in respect of 
(a) Primary and (b) Post-Primary School 
Attenders. 
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Note: For full figures, sec the Appendix at the end of 
this Chapter. 
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FIGURE 3.2. NUMBER OF GRANTS PAID 1973/4 - 1983/4 BY COUNTY AND SCHOOL SECTOR 
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SiMiilllllllliiiiiiiilii: 
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Note: For full figures, sec the Appendix at the end of this Chapter. 
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Sharp annual fluctuations, many of a pcrplexingly 
large magnitude, occurred in every county during our 
period. Not surprisingly , the more populous counties 
recorded the greatest numerical changes while the 
smaller populations recorded the greatest percentage 
shifts, e.g. the 10% increase in Donegal grants in 
1975/6 was six times greater in numerical terms than 
Watcrford's 54% increase (250 to42). The sharpness 



of the annual fluctuations and the differences in scale 
between Goeltachtai make overall trends based on 
annual comparisons between counties difficult to 
summarize in a meaningful way. To counteract this, 
the general analysis in this section has been kcpl short 
and is based on average figures for the early 197()s 
(1^:73/4-1975/6); the later 1970s (1976/7-1980/1); 
and the early 1980s (1981/2-1983/4). 



TABI.R 3.1: AVERAGE NUmER OF £10 QmTTS PAID FN EACH GAFLTACHT COUNTS' 
BY SCHOOL SECTOR, 







EARf.Y 


1970s 


LATE 


1970.'3 


EARLY 


1980s 










1973/4 




1976/7 - 


1981/2 




1973/4 








- 1975/6 


- 1980/1 


- 1983/4 


- 1983/4 






( 3 years) 


(5 years) 


(3 years) 


(11 yoar.^) 


DONEGAL Average Grants p. a. 


2520 


100% 


2534 


100% 


2512 


100% 


2524 


100% 




of: which Primary 


1792 


Vl% 


1709 


67% 


1596 


63% 


1700 


67% 




Secondary 


81 


3% 


99 


4% 


116 


5% 


99 


4% 




Voc./Com. 


647 


26% 


726 


29% 


800 


32% 


725 


29% 


GALWAY 


Average Grants p. a. 


2944 


100% 


2674 


100% 


2862 


100% 


2799 


1(X)% 




of which Primary 


1944 


66% 


1777 


67% 


1884 


66% 


1852 


66% 




Secondary 


267 


9% 


222 


8% 


240 


8% 


239 


9% 




Voc./Com. 


733 


25% 


675 


25% 


738 


26% 


708 


25% 


MAYO 


Average Grants p. a. 


390 


100% 


376 


100% 


531 


100% 


422 


100% 




of which Primary 


242 


G2% 


227 


61% 


311 


59% 


254 


60% 




Secondary 


106 


27% 


85 


22% 


117 


22% 


99 


24% 




Voc./Com. 


42 


11% 


64 


17% 


103 


19% 


69 


16% 


KERRY 


Average Grants p. a. 


965 


100% 


891 


100% 


870 


100% 


905 


100% 




of which Primary 


573 


59% 


490 


55% 


442 


51% 


500 


55% 




Secondary 


277 


29% 


316 


35% 


347 


40% 


313 


35% 




Voc./Com. 


115 


12% 


85 


10% 


81 


9% 


92 


10% 


CORK 


Average Grants p. a. 


377 


100% 


379 


100% 


315 


100% 


361 


)00% 




of which Primary 


234 


62% 


190 


50% 


149 


47% 


191 


53% 




Secondary 


76 


20% 


74 


20% 


74 


24% 


74 


21% 




Voc./Com. 


67 


18% 


115 


30% 


92 


29% 


96 


26% 


WATER- 


Average Grants p. a. 


ioi 


100% 


133 


100% 


143 


100% 


127 


100% 


-FORD 


of which Primary 


77 


77% 


S6 


65% 


95 


67% 


86 


68% 




Secondary 


24 


23% 


46 


35% 


47 


33% 


40 


32% 




Voc./Com. 






1 




1 




1 
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Average Grants p. a. 


85 


100% 


79 


100% 


106 


100% 


38 


100% 




of which Primary 


51 


59% 


47 


59% 


82 


78% 


57 


05% 
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23 


28% 


23 


29% 


12 


11% 


20 


23% 




Voc./Com. 


11 


13% 


9 


12% 


12 


11% 


U 


12% 


TOTAI. 


Average Grants p. a. 


7381 


100% 


7006 


100% 


7338 


100% 


7227 


KX)% 
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4912 


66% 


4527 


64% 


4559 


62% 


4641 


64% 
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12% 
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13% 


886 
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Voc ./Com . 


1615 


22% 


1675 


24% 


1827 


25% 


1700 


24% 
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2443 




1988 




1780 








Public 


> Private Post-Prim. 761 




811 
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NOrE: For full annual figures, seo the Appendix at the ond of thi.s Chapt-or. 



A comparison of the average number of grants paid in 
each county in the early 1970s with the number paid 
in the early 1980s (Table 3.1) shows a substantial rise 
in the smaller counties of Waterford (+42%), Mayo 
(+36%) and Mealh (+25%); a fairly substantial drop 
in Cork (-16%) and Kerry (-10%); and only a minor 
drop in Gal way (-3%) and Donegal (-0.3%). In Wa- 
terford and Mayo, grants increased at both primary 
and post-primary levels but in Meath it remains to be 
seen if the rise at primary level will help to reverse the 
fall at second level. The situation is less hopeful in 
three of the four counties where overall grant numbers 
fell insofar as the primary base is being eroded. 

This is especially serious in Cork and Kerry where, by 
the early 1980s, post-primary grants had equalled or 



surpassed the number of primary grants; but also in 
Donegal where the average number of primary grams 
had fallen by almost 2(X) p.a. (tlie corresponding 
figures for Cork and Kerry were 85 and 131 respec- 
tively but because of the smaller baseline were pro- 
portionately much more serious). Only in Gal way did 
the primary component hold its share of total grants at 
theearly 1970s level. It should be noted, incidentally, 
that a comparison between the early 1980s and the 
later 1970s would show Galway and Mayo in an even 
more 'improving' light as these two counties reached 
theirnadirduring this middle period. Concomitantly, 
the improvement in Waterford would not be nearly as 
impressive nor the decline in Kerry as disquieting. 
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TABLE 3.2: RATIO OF GRANTS PAID BY SCHOOL SECTOR 





No. of Primary level grants 


Mo. of Voc./Conm./Comp. grants 




for each post-primary grant 


for each Secondary schl. grant 




EARLY 


LATER 


EARLY 


TOTAL 


EARLY 


LATER 


EARLY 


TOTAL 




19703 


1970s 


1980s 


PERIOD 


i970s 


1970s 


1980s 


PERIOD 


don:-X3al 


2.46 


2.07 


1.74 


2.06 


7.99 


7.34 


6.90 


7.32 


GALWAY 


1.94 


1.98 


1.93 


1.93 


2.75 


3.05 


3.07 


2.% 


J'UYO 


1.63 


1.S3 


1.42 


1.51 


0.39 


0.75 


0.88 


0.70 


KKRRY 


1.46 


1.22 


1.03 


1.23 


0.42 


0.27 


0.23 


0.29 


CORK 


1.64 


1.01 


0.90 


1.12 


0.88 


1.56 


1.24 


1.30 


WAT5RF0RD 


3.25 


1.84 


2.01 


2.10 


0.00 


0.01 


0.01 


0.02 




1.46 


1.47 


3.46 


1.84 


0.49 


0.40 


0.97 


0.55 


TOTAL 


1.99 


1.78 


1.64 


1.79 


1.89 


1.94 


1.92 


1.92 



ERIC 



Tabic 3.2 summarizes Tabic 3.1 by means of ratios. 
Overall, the ratio of primary lo post-primary grants 
fell from 2:1 in the early 1970s, to 1.6:1 in the early 
1 980s. 1 his narrowing of the gap is clearly evident in 
all counties except Galway, where ihere was relative 
stability, and Meath, where primary grants increased 
dramatically in the 1980s. Within the post-primary 
sector, the ratio between public school grants and 
private secondary school grants was constant at the 
overall level (ca. 1.9:1) but changed substantially in 
almost every county, albeit in different directions. In 
Mayoand Meath, forexampIe,a marked shift towards 
public schools almost produced parity between sec- 
tors, whereas in Kerry the dominance of private 
school students intensified. In some counties, one 
sector increased at a faster rate than the other while in 
other counties one sector increased at the expense of 
the other. In addition, school closures, amalgama- 
tions and changes of status (e.g. from secondary to 
vocational) influenced trends within counties. Such 
variations, together with the differences in scale be- 
tween counties already mentioned, highlight the limi- 
tations of inter -county comparisons and under' ne the 
necessity for more localized analysis. 

Maps 3.1 to 3.8 provide a concise overview of the 
grant situation within each of the five largest Gael- 
lacht counties during our eleven year period. (Meath 
and Waterford are not shown due to their small size). 
There are separate maps for the primary and post- 
primary sectors. The primary schools arc aggregated 
into subiireas in this overview section but are shown 
individually in Section 3.2 (Maps 3.9 to 3.21) where 
each subarea is dealt \vith in greater detail. As the 
much smaller number of post-primary schools arc 
shown individually in this section, the same set of 
post-primary maps can be used throughout the chap- 
ter. This separate primary/post-primary presentation 
is mainly for readability purposes but also because 
students from a given set of primary schools do not 
n ;essarily proceed to the nearest post-primary school. 
Each map contains a set of bar-charts showing the 
annual number of grants earned in local schools from 
1973/4 to 1983/4 (reading from left to right). The 
three figures below the bar-charts arc summary (aver- 
age) grant performance percentages for each of the 
three subperiods used in this report, viz. the early 
1970s(1973/4-1975/6); the later 19708(1976/7-1980/ 
1) and the early 1980s (1981/2-1983/4). These also 
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read from left to right and are liiken from the relevant 
subarea tables in the text. On Maps 3.1 to 3.8, the 
subarea bar-charts for primary schools include grants 
earned in local Gacltacht and Galltacht schools but 
the figures below them refer only to the average grant 
performance in Gaeltacht schools; that is, they are the 
percentages of all attenders at Gacltacht schools within 
each subarea who qualified for the grant. On the post- 
primary maps, where the number of grants earned in 
(groups oO Galltacht schools justifies visual presenta- 
tion, this is done; but in most cases, a summary figure 
(e.g. <5%) indicates their maximum representation 
among their host school populations during any of the 
three subperiods. 

Trends in grant performance do not automatically 
reflect the trends in grant numbers shown in the bar- 
charts. Falling grant numbers may simply reflect 
falling enrollment in local schools while rising grant 
numbers may be outpaced by an even faster rise in the 
local school population. Consequently, the figures 
below the bar-charts are more important than the bar- 
charts themselves in evaluating the direction of grant 
performance trends. 

A note on scaling: Each of the 21 maps in this 
Chapter shows the scales used to depict both distance 
and grant numbers. On Maps 3.1 to 3.8 inclusive, the 
distance scales vary between counties but are identi- 
cal on the primary and post-primary maps for a given 
county; by contrast, the gram number scales are 
different on the primary and post-primary maps but 
are identical for each level between counties. On 
Maps 3.9 to 3.21 inclusive, both the distance scales 
and the grant number scales are identical. 

(For a note on the spelling of placenames, see the 
introduction to Appendix A). 

Supplementing the diachronic trend data in the maps. 
Table 3.3 offers a concise synchronic overview of the 
grant performance situation in Gaeltacht primary and 
post-primary schools in the early 1980s. Although 
arranged in the same geographical groupings and 
based on the same data as the rightmost percentages 
below the bar-charts, all primary schools have been 
accounted for individually. 
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TABLE 3.3: AVERAGE GRANT PERFOR/iAlvICE XN GAELTACHT PRIMARY SCHOOLS 

(Aim IN PARENrHESES, POST-PRIf^RY SCHOOLS) BY COUIOT AND BY 
COUNTY SUB-AREA IN THE EARLY 1980s (1981/2 - 1933/4) 



COUNTY 


TOTAL 
SCHOOLS 




NUMBER OP SCHOOLS AT EACH LEVEL OF PERF0R/4AICE 


County sub-areas 




>75% 


51-75% 


26-50% 


<26% 




>80% 


< 10%. 


DONEGAL 
Northeast 
Northwest A 
Northwest B 
Northv.est c 
Northwest D 
Central 
South 


40 (5) 
9 (0) 

3 (1) 

5 (1) 

6 (0) 

7 (1) 
6 (1) 

4 (1) 




4 (1) 

2 (i) 
1 . 

1 


14 (1) 

1 . 

2 . 

3 . 
5 . 

2 (1) 
1 . 


6 (2) 
1 (1) 

1 (1) 


16 (1) 
7 . 

4 (i) 
3 . 
2 . 




1 (1) 

{!) 


10 . 
5 . 

3 . 
2 . 


GALWAY 
Arainn 

Ceantar na nOilean 
Carna 

Ros Muc- C'ru. Rua 
Ros An Mhil-Bearna 
East Gtilway 
Moycullen Area 
Joyce Country 


44 (7) 

5 (1) 
7 (0) 

6 (1) 

6 (2) 

7 (2) 
5 (0) 

3 (o) 
5 (1) 




17 (5) 
2 (1) 
5 . 
4 (1) 
4 (2) 
2 (1, 


14 (2) 
3 . 
2 . 

1 . 

2 . 

3 (1) 

1 . 

2 (1) 


1 


10 . 

1 . 
5 . 
1 . 
3 . 




li (4) 

2 (1) 

2 . 

3 . 

3 (2) 
1 (1) 


8 . 

1 . 
4 . 

1 . 

2 . 


KAYO 

Belmullet A 
Belmullet B 
Belmullet C 
Corran-Acaill 
Loch Heasc Area 


30 (6) 

6 (2) 

7 (1) 
4 (0) 
9 (2) 
4 (1) 






4 (1) 
1 . 

1 (1) 

2 . 




26 (5) 

5 (2) 

6 , 
4 . 
9 (2) 
2 (1) 




• 


IB (1) 

4 (1) 
6 . 

3 . 

5 . 


KERRY 

Corca Dhuibhne A 
Corca Dhuibhne B 
Corca Dhuibhne c 
Corca Dhuibhne D 
Corca Dhuibhne E 
Uibh Rathach 


16 (4) 

1 (1) 

3 (0) 

4 (0) 

2 (3) 
2 (0) 
4 (0) 




2 (1) 

(i) 


5 (2) 

1 . 
3 . 
. (2) 
1 . 


5 (1) 

1 (1) 

2 . 


4 . 

2 . 
2 . 








CORK 


9 (3) 






2 (2) 


5 (1) 


2 . 






1 . 


WAfERFORD 


3 (1) 




. (1) 


1 . 


1 . 


1 . 




. (1) 


1 . 


MEATH 


2 (0) 




1 . 




1 . 










GRAND TOTAJ^ 


144(26) 




24 (8) 


40 (7) 


21 (5) 


59 (6) 




13 (6) 


38 il) 



3.1.2 Summary of Trends in Grant 
Performance 

Regardless of trends in grant numbers, the overall 
trend in grant performance in both primary and post- 
primary Gaellacht schools was one of decline to, or 
stability at, levels far below those one would expect in 
a vibrant Gaeltacht. Taking account of under six year 
old primary pupils and of a nominal number enrolled 
in Gaeltacht primary and post-primary schools who 
were not entitled to apply for the grant for other 
reasons, we would expect a constant grant perform- 
ance of at least 80% at primary level and at least 95% 
at second level. 

Apart from a few widely separated schools, no sub- 
area within the Gaeltacht reached these levels at any 
point during our period. The only sub-areas where 
local groups primary schools managed to remain at 
or above 75% throughout our period were the extreme 



northwest of Donegal, the two Gal way island groups 
of Ceantarna nOilean and Arainn, and the area around 
Smeirbhic in northwest Kerry; and the only areas 
where post-primary grant performance remained at or 
above 85% throughout our period were (again) the ex- 
tremenorthwestofDonegal,thetwomainland schools 
adjacent to Ceantar na nOilean (there is no second 
level school on the islands themselves) and Arainn. 
These are all extremely isolated areas. 

For reasons already stated, the bulk of the analysis has 
been included in the next section, which focuses in 
detail on the situation within each county. These 
detailed analyses will afford a fuller appreciation of 
the situation by subdividing the county into subareas 
based on groups of local schools. These subareas will 
be analysed in depth, identifying areas of decline, 
stability and growth, followed by a general summary 
of the situation in the county as a whole. 
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MAP 3.5: MAYO: SUMMARY GRANT PERFORMANCE IN PRIMARY SCHOOLS • BY SUBAREAS 
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MAP 3.6: MAYO: SUMMARY GRANT PERFORMANCE IN POST-PRIMARY SCHOOLS 
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3.2 Local trends 

This section analyses the grant situation in each of the 
seven counties which contain an official Gaellacht. 
Three of the seven (Cork, Watcrford and Mcath) arc 
small enough to be dealt with comprehensively and 
concisely as single units. In the four larger Gael- 
tachtai however, it is necessary, both for presentation 
purposes and for an adequate appreciation of the 
variation in local grant performance, to subdivide the 
county into subareas. Where possible, these subareas 
have been loosely defined around groups of schools in 
the same general area with fairly homogeneous grant 
performance profiles. For reasons already dealt with, 
it has been decided to focus on groups of schools 
rather than on individual schools. Therefore, while 
each school is dealt with individually within the 
context of its subarca, the main emphasis is on the 
subarea as a whole and its grant performance in 
relation to that of its 'parent' Gacltacht. 

3.2.1 Explanatory notes regarding the tables 

The following points should be noted with regard to 
the Tables used throughout this section. 

1. The three subpcriods used throughout this section 
of the Report are: 

a: The early 1970s: 

(The three years 1973/74-1975/76 inclusive) 
b: The later 1970s: 

(The five years 1976/77-1980/81 inclusive) 
c: The early 1980s: 

(The three years 1981/82-1983/84 inclusive). 

2. Except where otherwise indicated, the tables 
summarise the grant situation in a particular sub- 
area for each of these three subpcriods as follows: 
The leftmost column shows the annual number of 
grants earned by pupils in each school or group of 
schools, averaged for the subperiod indicated; 
The middle column shows the average number of 
pupils enrolled in those schools; 

The rightmost column is the former figure as a 
percentage of the latter, in other words, the grant 
performance score. 

3. Small inconsistencies in total figures are due to 
the effects of rounding and to the fact that some 
schools closed during a given subperiod. 

4. Where a closed school amalgamated with another 
very early in our period its data have been sub- 
sumed within those of the extant school. 

5. The following symbols have been used: 

* An asterisk before a school indicates that it lies 
outside the Gacltacht. 

? A question mark indicates that a school's Gacl- 
tacht status is unclear. 

A raised zero indicates that school population 
d:Ua for one or more years of a given subperiod are 
incomplete and that an average of the extant data 
for that subperiod has been substituted. 



6. The following abbreviations have been used: 

CL: Clochar (Private Convent school) 
CS/GS: Ceardscoil/Gairmscoil (Public Vocational 

or Technical school) 
MS: Mednscoil (Private Secondary school) 
PS: Pobalscoil (Public Community school) 
SC: Scoil Cuimsitheach (Public Comprehen- 
sive school) 

3.2.2 County Analysis: Donegal 

The Donegal Gacltacht is uniquely isolated, both 
geographically and linguistically. It is located in the 
north, west and southwest of the county, facing the 
Atlantic Ocean. The remainder of the county is 
bounded by Northern Ireland, except for a narrow 
southern land corridor with the rest of the Republic. 
Much of the area is mountainous and communications 
are limited. 

According to the 1981 Census, the population of the 
Donegal Gacltacht is only marginally smaller than 
that of Galway, the most populous of the seven 
Gaeltachtaf (24,322 to 24,764). However, while 
Gacltacht residents comprise a higher perceritage of 
the total county population in Donegal than in any 
other Gaellacht county (21%) and while four fifths 
(79%) of them were returned as being able to speak 
Irish, the Galltacht area of County Donegal, contain- 
ing^ remaining four fifths of the population and 
borv .g on Northern Ireland, has the lowest per- 
centa^^K; of Irish speakers of any county in the state and 
of any Galltacht area in counties containing a Gacl- 
tacht (Donegal Galltacht 23%; National Galltacht 
average 30%; Galltacht average in counties contain- 
ing Gaeltachtaf 33%). 

Donegal has been divided into seven subareas as 
follows: Northeast; Northwest A to D; Centred and 
South. The schools within each subarea arc sho./n . 
the tables, text and maps. 

Primary Grants 

Table 3.4 summarises the grant situation at primary 
school level. Part I of the Table shows that the two 
areas containing the most grant earners arc Northwest 
B (from Caiscal na gCorr to An Luinneach) and 
Northwest C (from Doirf Beaga to Min na Manrach). 
Part 11 of the Table shows that tlie share of all Donegal 
grants earned in Northwest B and C combined rose 
from 43% in the earlier 1970s, to 55% by the early 
1980s. Average grant numbers in each of these two 
areas were roughly similar (and actually rose to- 
gether) during the 1970s. By the early 1980s, how- 
ever. Northwest C had begun to decline. This left 
Northwest B as the only one of the seven Donegal 
subareas witli higher average grant numbers in the 
early 1980s than in the 1970s. Northwest B wdiS also 
the only area where grant jxirformance in local Gacl- 
tacht schools did not fall substantially; but it did not 
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TABLE 3 4: SUMMARY OF THE GRAi^ SITUATION IN DONEGAL PRIMARY SCHOOLS 

* IN (a) THB EARLY 1970s; (b) THE LATER 1970s AND (O THE EARLY 1980s; 
SHC^NG: THE AVERAGE NUMBER OF GRAtTTS EARNED IN EACH ARE^ (PART I); 
THESE AS A PERCENTAGE OF ALL D0ND3AL PRIMARY GRAKrS (PART II); ^J«3D 
GRAm* PERFORMANCE IN LOCAL PRIMARY GAELTACHT SCHOOLS (PART III). 





PART I 


PART II 


DAiyr TTT 
r m\i ill 


AVERAGE GRAl^rrS 


% OP 


DONEGAL 


% OF LOCAL 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a b c 


NOHTHF^ST 


221 


215 


167 


12 


13 


11 


29 28°22*' 


NORTHWESr A 


209 


164 


133 


12 


10 


8 


54 42 34 


NORTHWEST B 


384 


454 


461 


21 


26 


29 


76 76 76 


NORFHl^ESr C 


393 


438 


422 


22 


26 


26 


74 71 65 


NORTHVJEST D 


193 


141 


124 


11 


8 


8 


23'»15*13'' 


CENTRAL 


193 


156 


147 


11 


9 


9 


44 36°35 


SOJTH 


201 


140 


142 


11 


8 


9 


42 27 26 


TOTAL DONEGAL 


1794 


1708 


1596 


100 


100 


100 


46 40 37 



*est 



°est 
''est 



1 NOR^^HEAST data exclude Dumhaigh Bhig where no grants were earned but include 
' both An Mhaoil Rua and Carraig Airt whose Gaeltacht status is unclear. 

2. CENTRAL data exclude two scliools whose Gaeltacht status is unclear: 

Min An Ghabhann (where no grants were earned) and An Bhreacaigh, which is 
located at a distance from the main Gaeltacht area. 

3. PART III of the Table excludes grant qualifiers/pupils in Galltacht schools. 



rise either, remaining stable ai76% of a rising school 
population (Part III of the table). Therefore, on this 
measureof bilingualism, A^or/ZiM^esfl? is the heartland 
of the Donegal Gaeltacht 

In the five remaining areas, average primary grant 
numbers were roughly equivalent in each area at each 
stage, falling from an average of 203 each in the early 
stage, to 163 in the middle stage, down to 142 by the 



early 1980s. This was accompanied by an average fall 
of about 10% in grant performance over our period. 

Table 3 .5 shows the distribution of Donegal Gaeltacht 
primary schools by area and by level of grant perform- 
ance. To give a fuller picture, it also includes (in 
parentheses) those non-Gaeltachtschoolswheremore 
than 5% of the pupils were grant qualifiers. 



TABL-- 3 5- GRA^^^ PERFOR^VvNCF VA DOIJEGAL GAELTACHT PRIMARY SCHOOLS BY SUB.ARJ-:A 

(a) IN THE FARI.Y i970s A.ND (d) IN THE EARLY 1980s 
(NON~Gaeltacht schools with more than 5% grant qualifiers are in parentneses) 



AREA 


NORrHEAST 


A 


NVJ B 


NW C 


m D 


CEbTTRAL 1 SOUTH 


'PTTAL 


GRANTS 


a b 


a b 


a b 


a b 


a b 


a b 


a b 


a b 


0-5% 
6-10 
11-20 
21-30 
31-40 
41-50 
Sl-60 
61-70 
71-80 
31% + 


3 4 
1(1) . 
.(1) 1(1) 
.(2) 1 
1 1 
1 

1 1 
1 


. 1 

. 2 
3 . 


1 . 
3 S 
1 . 




3 4 
1 . 

, 1 
I I 
1 1 

1 . 


! 2(1) 
2(1) 1 
1(1) . 

1 .(1) 

2 1 
1 

2 

1 i 


1 

* 2 

2 i 

2 

1 

I 


7 8 
2(1) 2(1) 
2(2) 4(1) 
1(3) 3 
6 3(1) 

5 1 
3 5 
3 6 

U 6 

6 1 


TOTAL 


8(4) 8(1) 


1 ^ 3 


5 


7 6 


7 1 ' 


9(2) 6(2) 6 4 


46(6) 39(3) 



The first point of note relates to school closures and 
amalgamations. Thirteen Donegal Gaeltacht primary 
schools closed over our eleven year period. The 
opening of new Gaeltacht schools and amalgamations 
with these or existing Gaeltacht schools reduced this 
figure to a net loss of seven. Nonetheless, on the 
assumption that the closed schools were more com- 
munity-oriented than the larger consv)lidated ones, it 
is reasonable to assume that these closures had lin- 
guistic implications. There is insufficient evidence to 
test this, oUier than to compare trends in the schools 
concerned, before and after amalgamation. This will 
be done in the more detailed area analyses below. 



The second point to note is the decline in grant 
performance. While decline is general, it is also 
relative to the area concerned. In some areas, decline 
can be accommodated in the short term as giant 
performance is already at a high level. In others, grant 
performance is already so low that further decline 
could reflect the effective demise of the area as a 
Gaeltacht. 

The number of schools with over 70% grant perform- 
ance fell from 17 to seven over our period. (Three of 
these seventeen schools were closed down). The most 
serious cases of decline at this high level were A^or//^ 
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west A and C. In Northwest A, three of the four local 
schools scored 85% and over in the early 1970s but 
none reached 70% by the early 1980s (one of them 
had closed). In Northwest C, although no school 
scored above 81 % at any stage, as many as six of the 
seven schools scored 74% - 80% in the early 1970s, 
compared with only one in the early 1980s (one of the 
original six had closed here also). 

At the other end of the scale, the Northeast had no 
school above 70% at any stage but nine local schools 
(including some non-Gaeltacht schools) scored above 
5% but less than 70% in the earlier 1970s; by the early 
1980s, these had been reduced to five. Similarly, the 
eleven Central schools (again, including some non- 
Gaeltacht schools) which had scored above 10% in 
the early 1970s were reduced to five; and the five 
Southern schools scoring above 30% were reduced to 
two. Clearly, the impl ications of decline for each area 



would require more detailed local knowledge than we 
possess. 

Post-Primary Grants 

The grant situation in Donegal second level schools is 
shown in Table 3.6. Because there are so few post- 
primary schools, it is possible to deal with them 
together. Theeatchmentareas of these schoolsdo not 
necessarily correspond with thoseof the groups of pri- 
mary schools used above. This is most apparant with 
regard to Northeast and Northwest C, which have no 
post-primary school within the Gaeitacht area. More- 
over, there is some evidence to suggest that many 
post-primary students do not attend the schools near- 
est to their homes for a variety of other reasons, 
including linguistic considerations. However, as we 
do not possess the relevant data, subarca-based com- 
parisons with Table 3.4 are rather crude. 



TABLE 3.6: SUWWY OP THE GRAITV SITUATION IN DONEGAL POSTPRIMARY SCHOOI S 

IN (a) THE EARLY 1970s; (b) THE LATER 1970s (c) THE EARLY 1980s. 
SHa-;iN3: THE AVERAGE fJUMBER OF GRANTS EAR^JED IN EACH A^ YpaRT n^ 
THESE AS A PBRCE^mGE OF ALL DONEGAL POST-PRIt^Y GRANpf (P^^^ 
AND GRAI^ PERPOR,MANCE IN LOCAL POST-PRIMARY GAELTACHT SChSlS n 



r^ORTHEA^r (5 Galltacht schools) 
*C1 Baile na nGalloglach 
*CS Baiie na rK3aU6glach 
^3 Leitir Ceanainn schools 



riORrnWESr (3 Gaeitacht schools 
rw A: PS Cloich Chionnaola 
W B: PS Gaoth Dobhair 
l-TfJ D: PS Na Rossan 



CE:>JrRAL (3 Galltacht, 1 Gaelt.)| ST 
*CS Srath an UrlSir 5 
*i\S Columba " " " ^5 
*SC Na Gleannta 68 

GS Beal An /.tha Mole OPENED in 1982 

SOOTH CS An Charraiq | ~% §0 57" 

TOTAL D ONEGAL | 728 825 — glT 



PART I 



AVERAGE GRANTS 



100 
65 
32 
2 



U7 
81 
32 
4 



442 
181 
208 
53 



124 
96 
20 
8 



546 
230 
259 
57 



649 
288 
305 
56 



82 
7 
14 
61 



75 
2 
14 

47 
20 



PART II 



% OF DONEGAL 



14 
9 
4 



14 
10 
4 



66 
28 
2) 
7 



10 
1 
2 
7 



NOTE: Except foe data within brackets, part iii 



13 10 



100 100 100 



PART III 



_% OF LOCAL 



[15 13 13J 

[14 14 8] 
[ 5 5 5] 



46 43 41 
38 37 38 
87 86 86 
22 17 12 



[<5<5<5J 
[<5<5<5] 
(17 15 11] 
- - 62 



45 39 27 



46 43 40 



o^^nf « 1 ^ ' Table excludes th 

grant qualifiers and school populations of nonn^aeltacht schools. 



Comparing the early 1980s wiih the early 1970s, the 
annual average number of primary grants fell by 
about 200 while post-primary grants rose by about the 
same figure. The rclativedistribution of second level 
grants between the areas lends 10 reflect tlie situation 
at primary level at each subpcriod, with a clear trend 
towards decline in most areas outside the northwest. 
The net average increase of 1 88 grants p.a. in Donegal 
second level schools was the surplus of increases in 
Northwest (+47% or 207 grants p.a.) and to a much 
more modest extent in Northeast (+25% or 25 grants 
p.a.) over decreases in Central and South (-15% or 1 3 
grants p.a. and -32% or 31 grants p.a. respectively). 

The annual number of grants paid in respect of post- 
primao' students in Donegal increased from ca. 700 to 
900 during our period. Of the thirteen schools in- 
volved, only five (one of which opened as late as 1982) 



are within the official Gaeitacht. These five, together 
with SC Na Gleannta at the Glcnties just outside the 
Gaeitacht, account for about 84% of the annual grants 
total. None of these schools is privately owned. The 
seven remaining schools are far inland from the main 
Gaeitacht at Milford (Baile na nGalloglach: up to 1 25 
grants p.a.), Letterkenny (Leitir Ceanainn: less than 
10 p.a.) and Stranorlar (Srath an Urldir: ca. 20 p.a.). 
The fact that grant earners in each of these centres are 
divided between secondary and vocational schools 
results in their never consUtuting as many as 20% of 
toual enrolmeni in either of the Milford schools while 
the figure is usually well below 5% in the other two 
towns. Table 3.7 summmses the grant situation for 
each post-primary school. 
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TABLE 3.7: SUMMARY GRANT SITUATION 


IN 


D0^3EGAL POST-PRIMARY SCHOOLS, SHOV^NS 


(a) AVERAGE GRANT NUMBERS, 


(b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, 


AND 


(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERFORMANCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 


- 1983/4 




FARLIBR i970s 


LATER i970s 


EARLY 1980s 




LOCATION 


a 


D 


c 


a 


D 


c 


a 


D 


c 




NCKTriEAor (5 GaiitaCnt SCnOO 


Ls) 




















*CL Baile ..a nGalloglach 


65 


446 


1 ca 


Q 1 

oi 


0 J / 


1 ■>« 
1 j« 


QC 
3D 


/ J4 


1 "ift 




*CS Baile na nGall6glach 


32 


226 


1 /la 
i4« 






14% 


20 


255 


o% 




* 3 Leitir Ceanainn schools 


2 






A 

4 






o 
o 








NORTHWEST (3 Gaeltacht schoo 


Ls) 




















N*^ A: PS Cloich Chionnaola 


181 


480 




230 


625 


37% 


288 


f J J 


JO t> 




NW B: PS Gaoth Dobhair 


208 


240 


0/ ti 


259 


300 


86% 


305 


J DO 


86% 




NW C: (No local school) 






















NW D: PS Na Rossan 


53 


238 


22% 


57 


329 


17% 


56 


455 


12% 




CEr.TRAL (3 Galltacht, 1 Gaeltacht) 


















*CS Srath an UrUir 


5 


223 


2% 


7 


227 


3% 


2 


283 


1% 




♦Columba 


15 


363 


4% 


14 


554 


2% 


14 


731 


2% 




*SC Na Gleannta 


68 


409 


17% 


61 


412 


15% 


47 


425 


11% 




GS Beal An Atha Moir 








OPENED IN 


1982: 20 


32* 


62% 




SOl/TH (1 Gaeltacht school) 






















CS An Charraig 


98 


218 


45% 


80 


20? 


39% 


67 


246 


27% 


NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 







Within the Gaeltacht itself, PS Gaoth Dobhair at 
Gwccdorc is the only school where 80% or more of 
the students qualify for grants each year. This is the 
second largest of the Donegal Gaeltacht schools. 
Similar grant totals are earned each year by students 
attending the largest Gaeltacht school (PS Cloich 
Chionnaola, at Falcarragh) but because this school is 
. much larger than Gweedore, grant earners usually 
constitute only about 38% of its total enrolment. 
Nonetheless, grant performance in both of these 
Northwest A and B Gaeltacht schools has been re- 
markably stable over our period despite massive 
increases in school populations. Moreover, their 
combined share of all Donegal grants increased from 
54% in the early 1970s to 65% in the early 1980s, by 
which time they accounted for a third each of all 
Donegal post-primary grants. 

Elsewhere in the Gaeltacht the grant position is nega- 
tive. In PS Na Rossan at Dunglow, grant numbers 
remained fairly stable at ca. 50-60 p.a, but due to 
rising enrolment, they constituted only 12% of its 
students in the early 1980s compared with 22% up to 
the mid- 1 970s. In Donegal Centra!, SC Na Gleannta, 
just outside the Gaeltacht boundary, may have lost 
grant earners to GS B6al an Atha M6ir at Fintown, 
which opened as a Gaeltacht school in 1 982. If so, this 
has merely served to reduce llie profile of grant 
earners in SC Na Gleannta from ca. 17% to 11 % p.a. 
v/hile grant earners in the new Gaeltacht school con- 



stitute less than three quarters of the students there. 
Finally, in CS An Charraig at Carrick, which is the 
only Gaeltacht second level school in Donegal South, 
grant numbers fell by a third, or from 45% of students 
in the early 1970s to 27% in the early 1980s. Indeed, 
by the early 1980s, there were almost as many grants 
being paid in the Galltacht tov/n of Milford, which 
serves the scattered outlying ^or/^^as/ Gaeltacht en- 
claves, as there were in the whole Central and South 
county area served by the Glenties, Fintown and 
Carrick combined. 

Subarea Analysis 

Northeast Donegal: The official Gaeltacht in northeast 
Donegal is a scattered, non-continuous series of en- 
claves. There is no post-primary school within the 
Gaeltacht area and at least six (perhaps eight) of the 
seventeen primary schools in the area where grants 
were earned over our period were technically outside 
the Gaeltacht. Although only one Gaeltacht primary 
school closed during our period, five others had been 
closed in the five years to 1973. Primary grant 
numbers declined in the area as a whole from an 
average of 221 in the first three years to 167 in the 
early 1980s, and the number of schools with ten or 
more grant qualifiers was reduced from seven to 
three. In the early 1970s, two ofthe seventeen schools 
accounted for 57% of all Northeast grant earners: by 
the early 1980s, they accounted for 71%. 
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MAP 3.9: PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN DONEGAL NORTHEAST 

Maigh Rua 
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TABLE 3.8: SUMMARY GRANT SlTUATlOJ IN NORTHEAST DONEGAL SCHOOLS, SHO'/ZING 
(a) AVERAGE GRAOT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, Af^D 
(c) AVERAGE GRAOT PERFC«MANCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


uATER 1970s 


F.ARLY i980s 


LOCATION 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


FANAD PENINSULA 




















Dunihaigh Bhig 


0 






0 






0 






Gleann Bhairr 


15 


34 


44% 


14 


32 


44% 


3 


21 


14% 


Caisealf Cionn Droma 


78 


115 


68% 


85 


123 


69% 


65 


117 


55% 


ROSGUILL 




















Cionn na Leargai 


• 48 


136 


35% 


44 


149 


29% 


53 


152 


35% 


*? An Mhaoil Rua 


26 


101 


26% 


29 


107 


27% 


24 


108 


22% 


*? Carraig Aitt 


10 


135 


7% 


9 


136 


7% 


0 


139 


0% 


* 3 GALLTACHT TOWNS 


2 


1 


1 


An Srath Mor 


1.1 


20 


55% 


1 


21* 


5% 


0 


25^ 


0% 


An Tearmann 


3 


73 


4% 


8 


86 


9% 


4 


88 


4% 


Glasan, An Craoslach 


1 


31 


3% 


0 


27^ 


0% 


0 


23 


0% 


Cill Darach, Caiseal Mor 


2 


26 


8% CLOSED IN 


1976 








*Muire, An Craoslach 




168 


2% 


5 


196 


2% 


4 


169 


2% 


*An Fhothair 


6 


41 


15% 


3 


35 


9% 


1 


37 


3% 


*Dun Fionnachaidh 


2 


45 


4% 


5 


70 


7% 


4 


72 


5% 


*Maigh Rua 


14 


60 


23% 


10 


51 


20% 


3 


49 


16% 


Gaeltacht subtotal^ 


194 


672 


29% 


191 


686 


28% 


150 


673 


22% 


TOTAL PRIMARY 


221 






215 






167 







1. The three Galltacht tcwns are Baile na nGalloglach (Milford), 

Leitir Ceanainn (Letterkenny) and Cill Mhic Reanain (Kilmacrenan) : see text. 

2. The Gaeltacht subtotal excludes (a) all Galltacht schools and (b) Dumhaigh 
Bhig where no grants were earned; it includes An Mhaoil Rua and Carraig Airt. 



POST- PRIMARY LEVEL 
LOCATION 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 19803 


a be 


a b c 


a be 


*CL Baile na nG..116glach 
*CS Baile na nGall6glach 
* 3 Leitir Ceanainn schls 


65 446 15% 
32 226 14% 
2 


81 637 13% 
32 236 14% 
4 


96 734 13% 
20 255 8% 
8 


♦TOTAL POST-PRIMW 


100 


117 


124 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanauory notes regarding the Table. 



Of the three GaelUichi schools on the Fanad Penin- 
sula, no grams at all were camed at Dumhaigh Bhig 
while grant numbers at Gleann Bhairr fell from ca. 
fifteen p.a. throughout the 1970s to almost zero. The 
third school, Caiseal, at Cionn Droma, regularly 
accounted for 35-40% of all Northeast grants but 
grant performance among its fairly stable school 
population fell from almost 70% in the 1970s, to 55% 
by the early 1980s. 

Grants were also regularly earned in three schools on 
Rosguill on the western side of Mulroy Bay. Cionn 
na Leargai (Na Diinaibh) regularly accounted for 
almost a third of all Northeast grant numbers but grant 
performance was only a third. The Gaeltacht status of 
the other two schools is unclear but whereas grants arc 
no longer earned at Carraig Airt, 20 to 30 pupils 
(somewhat over 20% of the school population) con- 
tinued to cam the grant each yeai* at An Mhaoil Rwa 
(Duibhlcann Riach) making it the third largest source 
of grants in the Northeast subarea. 

To the south of these schools, no more than about two 
grants p.a. (or 1% of the school populations) were 
ever earned in three Galltacht schools located at Baile 
Na nGall6gIach (Milford), Leitir Ceanainn (Letterk- 
enny) and Cill Mhic R^an:iin (Kilmacrenan). By 
contrast, and reflecting the lotal lack of Gaeltacht 
post-primary schools in the Northeast area, over 100 
grants were earned each year by post-primary stu- 
dents attending two Milford schools, with another 
handful being earned in three Letterkenny schools. 
The fact that grant earners in both centres were 
divided between secondary and vocational schools 



resulted in their never constituting as many as 20% of 
total enrolment in cither of the Milford schools with 
this figure usually well below 5% in the three at 
Letterkenny. 

Again, to the west of this area, only a handful of 
primary grants were camed in the three Gaeltacht 
primary schools of An Srath Mor, An Tearmann 
and Glasan. (The only other Northeast Gaeltacht 
school, Cill Darach, closed in 1976, but only two of 
its average enrolment of 26 pupils had been grant 
earners at the time). The area from An Craoslach to 
Dun Fionnachaidh contains three Galltacht schools 
where a handful of grants were earned each year, 
while in the Galltacht school at Maigh Rua, the most 
westerly of the Northeast schools, average grant per- 
formance fell from 23% to 16%, or from fourteen 
pupils to eight 

Northwest Donegal: Unlike Northeast, the North- 
west is an extensive Gaeltacht area which has been 
subdivided into four subareas, labelled A, B, C, and 
D. It contains within it the heartland of the Donegal 
Gaeltacht. With the exception of An Fal Carrach in 
the north and most of the Rosses area i n ihe south , well 
over half of all primary and post-primary school 
populations qualified for the grant over our period. 
No local Galltacht schools were involved. Ten Gael- 
tacht primary schools were closed down between 
1967 and the beginning of our period and a further 
five of the remaining 25 were closed during our 
period. One new primary school was opened in 1978. 
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MAP 3.10: PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN DONEGAL NORTHWEST 




On same scale as main m \ p. 




7 4 5 



40 



49 



Northwest A, in the north, contained four Gaeltacht 
primary schools. One of these, Baile Chonaill (An 
Fill Carrach) is one of the two largest primary 
schools in the Donegal Gaeltacht, It is unusual insofar 
as ca. 80-100 pupils earned the grant each year with- 
out ever constituting more than a third of the school 
population. However, grant performance remained at 
28-33% despite a rapid growth in pupils over our 
period. The other three Northwest A schools began 
our period with very high grant performance scores 
but experienced serious demographic decline. Two 
of these were island schools: Inis Bo Finne closed in 
198 1 (having been reduced toonly seven pupils on the 
rolls) while Toraigh appeared to be in a similar state 
of decline. The final school, Gort An Choirce, had 
become suchasmallschoolby theearly 1980s that the 
decline in grant performance (from 85% throughout 
the 1970s to 68% in the early 1980s) may reflect the 
absence of senior pupils as much as linguis.tic decline. 

Northwest B, to the west of Northwest A, contains 
five primary schools. In four of them, Caiseal Na 



gCorr, Machaire Ui Robhartaigh, Min an Chla- 
daigh and An Luinneach, grant performance was 
regularly 75-80% or so, while in the fifth, Cnoc na 
Naomh, it ranged from 65%-75%. The fact that 
school populations also rose considerably over the 
same period suggests that this area is not only the 
heartland of the Donegal Gaeltacht but is also in a 
fairiy stable, healthy condition. 

Northwest C, below Northwest B, contained seven 
primary schools, one of which closed in 1978. At 
Doirf Beaga, Machaire Chlochair, Dobhar 
(incorporating Dun Luiche, which closed in 1978) 
and Rinn Na Feirste - grant performance began at the 
same level as Northwest B (75-80%) but, except for 
Rinn na Feirste, it fell to about 55-65% of a generally 
rising population. The remaining two schools to the 
south of these are much smaller and more isolated: 
grant performance at Loch An luir hovered around 
50% while Mm Na Manrach is too small to analyse 
in terms of trends. 



TABLE 3.9: SUMtWY QW^ SITUATION IN NORTHVvESr DO^JEGAL SCHOOLS, SHO/ZING 
(a) AVERAGE GRArrr ^JUr'^BERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERFORMAIJCE FOR EACH SUB~PERIOO, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EAPJ.Y 1980s 


LOCATION 


a 


b 


c 


e 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


NORirH^'nJST A 


209 


335 


54% 


164 


392 


42% 


133 


388 


34% 


Inis Bo Finne 


19 


22 


86% 


9 


11 


82% 


CLOSED IN 


1981 


Toraigh 


40 


45 


89% 


34 


42 


81% 


14 


23 


61% 


B. Chonaill, An Fol Carrach 78 


236 


33% 


82 


293 


28% 


96 


331 


29% 


Gort an Choirce 


71 


83 


85% 


39 


46 


85% 


23 


34 


68% 


NORTHWESr B 


384 


508 


76% 


454 


595 


76% 


4ol 


605 


76% 


Caiseal na gCorc 


68 


83 


82% 


80 


103 


78% 


73 


?1 


80% 


Cnoc na Naomh 


80 


115 


70% 


95 


145 


65% 


1C3 


137 


75% 


Machaire Oi Robhartaign 


36 


46 


78% 


44 


56 


79% 


55 


72 


76% 


Min an Chladaigh 


38 


113 


78% 


95 


115. 


33% 


30 


106 


75% 


An Lulnneach 


113 


150 


75% 


140 


177 


79% 


150 


''OO 


75% 


NORPHWEST C 


393 


528 


74% 


438 


613 


71% 


422 


646 


65% 


Doiri Beaga 


9S 


122 


78% 


118 


164 


72% 


131 


210 


62% 


Machaire Chlochair 


134 


169 


79% 


154 


189 


81% 


125 


187 


67% 


Dun LGiche 


21 


28 


75% 


9 


21 


43% 


CLOSED IN 1978 


Dobhar 


41 


51 


80% 


51 


73 


70% 


48 


81 


59% 


7inn na Feirste 


57 


77 


74% 


79 


99 


80% 


77 


98 


79% 


Loch an Ii3ir 


28 


53 


48% 


23 


54 


43% 


30 


54 


56% 


Min na Manrach 


17 


23 


74% 


10 


25 


40% 


11 


17 


65% 


NORIHWESr D 


193 


852 


23% 


141 


931 


15% 


124 


960 


13% 


Anagaire 


104 


220 


47% 


72 


214 


34% 


55 


189 


29% 


An Clochan Liath 


18 


268 


7% 


11 


199 


4% 


18 


330 


5% 


3 v/est Rosses schools 


2 


208* 


1% 


0 


273* 


0% 


0 


302* 0% 


2 Arainn Mhor schools 


69 


137 


50% 


58 


143 


41% 


51 


14 3* 


36% 


- Arainn Mhor { 1) 


32 


84 


38% 


25 


82 


30% 


24 


77 


31% 


- Arainn Mhor (2) 


37 


53 


70% 


33 


61 


54% 


27 


66' 


' 41% 


TOTAL PRI.WY 


1180 


2254 


52% 


1203 


2442 


49% 


1140 


2605 


44% 



POST-PRimRY LEVEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


PS Cloich Chionnaola 
PS Gaoth Dobhair 
PS Na Rossan 


181 480 38% 
208 240 37% 
53 238 22% 


230 6:15 37% 
259 300 86% 
57 329 17% 


238 753 38% 
305 356 36% 
56 455 12% 


TOrAL POST- PRIMARY 


442 958 46% 


546 1254 43% 


649 1564 41% 


nijTE: See Section 3.2.1 


for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 
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Finally, Northwest D, centred on the Rosses, con- 
tained nine primary schools, two of vhich closed 
shortly after our period began. Two of the nine lie off 
the coast on Arainn Mh6r where grant performance 
on the island as a whole fell from a half to a third over 
our period. In one of the schools, the population fell 
slightly and grant performance also fell slightly (from 
38% to 31%) but in the other, where the school 
population rose by a quarter, grant performance fell 



steadily from 70% to 41 %. As regards the mainland 
schools, Anagaire (incorporating Scoil Dhubhthaigh 
where no grants were earned) is in serious decline, 
both in terms of pupils and grant performance (47% to 
29%). At An Clochan Liath (which, by the early 
1980s, had a population equal to the largest Donegal 
Gaeltacht primary school at An Fdl Carrach) average 
grant numbers throughoutourpcriod were substantial 
compared with more rural schools (up to 20 p.a.) but 



30 



41 



made up only about 5% of the school population. The 
remaining Gacllacht primary schools in the western 
Rosses area - Na hAcrai (incorporating Min Beannaid), 
ideadh and Real Cr uite - registered only a handful 
of grants throughout our entire period. 

As regards post-primary grants in iiio, Northwestzs a 
whole, PS Gaoth Dobhair atGweedorewas the only 
school in Donegal witha regular grantpcrformanceof 
80% or higher during our period. This is the second 
largest of the Donegal Gaellacht second level schools. 
The largest, PS Cloich Chionnaola atFalcarragh had 
similar grant numbcs butbecause this school is much 
larger than G weedoro, grant performance was usually 
only about 38%. Nonetheless, grant performance in 
both of these Northwesl Gaeltacht schools remained 
remarkably stable over our period despite massive 
increases in school populations; so much so that their 
combined share of all Donegal second level grants 
increased from 54% in the early 1970s to 64% in the 
early 1980s, each of them accounting for one third of 
annual post-primary grant numbers in the county. In 
PS Na Rossan at Dunglow, grant numbers remained 
fairly stable at ca. 50-60 p.a. but due to rising enrol- 



ment, grant performance fell from 22% in the early 
period, to 12% in the early 1980s. 

Central Donegal: Primary grant numbers in the area 
as a whole fell from 193 to 147 over our period. All 
of the Gaeltacht primary schools in the area are very 
small despite a large number of closures and amalga- 
mations: seven Gaellacht schools were closed be- 
tween 1967 and the beginning of our period and four 
of the remaining eleven closed during our period. It 
is noteworthy that grant performance in two of the 
latter had been very high prior to closure. 

The Gaeltacht status of a twelfth school. Mm An 
Ghabhann, where no grants at all were eai*ned, is 
unclear. So too is the Gaellacht status of An Bhrea- 
caigh, with which two of the closed Gaeltacht schools 
were amalgamated just prior to our period. However, 
grant performance here, as well as in the non-Gael- 
tacht school at Mmte na D6, close by, has been no 
worse than in most of the Gaeltacht schools in the 
area. A handful of grants were also paid in respect of 
pupils in tlveotherGalltachtschools in the earlier part 
of our period but these had ceased by the 1980s- 



TABI.E 3.10: SUf'C^ARY GRAivrT SITUATION VA .'KNTRAl. DOMEGAT. SOIOOLS, S^fOVfl.'JG 

(a) AVEIV-GR GRAf^r NUMBEHS, (b) AVERAGK SCHOOL POPOt^rrOMS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRAOT PERFORMANCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 197 3/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 




LOCATION* 


a 


b 


c 


abc 


a 


b 


c 




Leitir Brie 


6 


20 


30% 


CLOSED IN 1975 








An Taobhog 


9 


56 


16% 


11 54 20% 


7 


54 


13% 


Gleann Lei thin 


15 


16 


94% 


CLOSED IM 1974 


see next entry 


Baile na Finne 


50 


65 


77% 


43 67 64% 


44 


54 


81% 


An Duchoraidh 


16 


48 


33% 


8 40 20% 


2 


30 


7% 


Traigh Eidhneach 


7 


13 


54% 


CLOSED IN 1976 :see next entry 


Leitir Mhic an Bhaird 


5 


41 


12% 


2 73** 3% 


6 


82 


7% 


Baile Ui Chiaragain 


0 


30** 0% 


0 31** 0% 


1 


36 


3% 


An Coimin 


29 


41 


71% 


41 56 73% 


42 


62 


68% 


An t£adan Anfach 


29 


52 


56% 


30 50 60% 


31 


54 


57% 


Srath Chaisil 


14 


17 


82% 


CLOSED IN 1975 








Gaeltacht subtotal ^ 


162 


372 


44% 


134 369 36% 


131 


372 


35% 


*? Min an Ghabhann 


0 






0 


0 






*? An Bhreacai9h 


n 


73 


18% 


7 73 10% 


5 


77 


6% 


*Mlnte na De 


10 


39 


26% 


9 40 22% 


10 


32 


31% 


*Five other schools 


7 






3 


0 






TOTAL PRIMARY 


193 






156 


147 






1. The Gaeltacht subtotal 


excludes 


(a) all Galltacht schools 


and 


(b) Min an 



Ghabhann where no grants were eained. tt includes an estimated school 
population of 30 p.a. for Baile Ui Chiaragain up to and including 1977/8. 



POSl'-PRimRY LEVEL 



FARLY 1970s LATER 1970s EARLY 1980s 



*CS Srath an Urlair 
*Columba " " 
*SC Na Gleannta 
GS Beal an ^tha Moir 



5 223 2% 7 227 3% 2 283 1% 

15 363 4% 14 554 2% 14 731 2% 

68 409 17% 61 412 15% 47 425 11% 

OPENED 1982 20 32** 62% 



TOTAL POSr- PRIMARY 



88 



82 



75 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Thus, despite the number of schools attended by grant 
earners, it is clear that the Central Donegal Gaeltacht 
really covers only a very small area. Indeed, by the 
early 1980s, 80% of all grants were being paid in 
respect of pupils attending just three of the Gaellacht 
schools: Baile Na Finne (where 65-80% of the falling 
school population regularly earned the grant); An 
Coimin (65-75% of a rising school population); and 
An t^adan Anfach (55-60% of a stable population. 



At An Taobhdg, only about 1 5% of the pupils consis- 
tently earned the grant; at An Duchoraidh, grant 
numbers fell steadily from sixteen to two, while the 
remaining Gaeltacht schools never produced more 
than a handful of grants, if any, each year. Further 
south, near Ard An Ratha, grant numbers and grant 
performance at An Bhreacaigh (whose Gaellacht 
status is unclear) both fell by two thirds to a mere five 
pupils p.a. (6%), while in the nearby non-Gaeltacht 
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school at Minte na De, a steady ten or so grant- 
earning pupils rose from a fifth to a third of the falling 
school population. 

As regards post-primary grants, SC Na Gleannta, 
just outside the Gaeltacht boundary, appeared to lose 
grant earners to the newly opened GS Beal an Atha 
M6ir at Fintown, which is within the official Gael- 
tacht. By the early 1980s however, this had merely 
served to reduce grant perf ormance in SC Na Gleannta 
from ca. 17% to 11%, while grant performance in the 
new Gaeltacht school was still below three quarters of 
the students there. 

South Donegal: All grants earned in this area during 
our period were in Gaeltacht schools. Five local 
Gaeltacht primary schools were closed between 1967 
and the beginning of our period and three of the 
remaining six closed during our period. Two of the 
latter were amalgamated into a new school, leaving 
four Gaeltacht schools by the 1980s compared with 
eleven in 1967. During the first three years of our 
period, an annual average of 201 pupils in all of the 



ERLC 



above schools (42% of total pupils) earned the grant. 
For the rest of the period however, the figure was 142 
(26%). 

At Naomh Chartha (Cill Charthaigh) grant num- 
bers and performance were more ilian halved, to one 
fifth of total pupils. (Grant performance had already 
been falling in both Doire Leathan and the old Cill 
Charthaigh school, whose amalgamation resulted in 
this new school). At An Charraig, up the road, grant 
performance moved from 40% to 20% and back to 
30% over our period; while further north, at Mm An 
Oighre, grant numbers and performance were almost 
halved, to just over half of the pupils in the school. 
Finally,atAnCaiseal,justoutsideGleannCholmcille 
in the west, the decline was from 35% to 20% (or from 
31% to 20% controlling for the 1976 amalgamation 
with the almost totally anglophone Milainn Bhig). 

The only Gaeltacht post-primary school in the area is 
CS An Charraig (Carrick). Here, grant numbers fell 
by a third and grant performance fell from 45% to 
27% over our period. 



TABLE 3.11: SUMMARY GRANP SITUATION IN SO'JTH DONEGAL SCHCX)LS, SHOWI^^G 

(a) AVERAGE GRAm' tWMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHCX)L POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRArrr PERFORMANCE FOR EAQI SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



1 



PRIMARY LEra. 
LOCATION 



EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a b c 


a be 


a be 



Doire Leathan 
Cill Charthaigh 
IJaomh Chartha 
An Charraig 
Min an Oighre 
Halainn Bhig 

An Caiseal 

TOTAL PRIf^ARY 



20 42 43% 

56 136 41% 

OPENED IN 1979 

47 123 38% 

40 46 87% 



16 44 36% CLOSED:1979) see next 
45 142 32% CLOSED: 1979) entry 
35 180 19% 
51 165 31% 
24 43 56% 



36 181 20% 

32 159 20% 

20 35 57% 

1 18 5% CLOSED IN 1976: see next entry 

38 108 35% 36 140 26% 32 158 20% 

201 473 42% 140 517 27% 142 545 26% 



POST-PRI MARY LEVEL 



EARLIER 1970s LATER 1970s EARLY 1980s 



CS ^n Charraig 



98 218 45% 80 207 39% 67 246 27% 



warE: See Seetion 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Summary of the Grant Situation in 
Donegal 

It will be recalled that about 80-85% of primary 
school children would normally be old enough to 
apply for the grant. By the early 1980s however, the 
extreme northwest {Northwest B) was the only area in 
Donegal where even three quarters of primary pupils 
were still earning the grant. Even here, however, in 
the heartland of the Donegal Gaeltacht, average grant 
performance remained at 76% despite a large rise in 
the number of grant qualifiers during our period. 
Moving inland, in the Gaeltacht primary schools 
between Doiri Beaga and Mi'n na Manrach, grant 
performance fell from three quarters to two thirds 
over our period. Elsewhere, except for a handful of 
widely separated schools, it fell to (or remained at) 
one third or less - often considerably less. 

These trends are mirrored at second level, that is, 
general decline except for the extreme northwest 
where soai ing grant numbers increased at the same 
rate as soaring school populations. This area contains 



the only post-primary school in the whole of Donegal 
where over 80% of the students regularly earned the 
grant: andby theearly 1980s, no other school reached 
even 40%. 

The overall picture therefore, is of declining levels of 
grant performance. Although the wakest areas con- 
tinued to be the Rosses and the northeast, the greatest 
decline over our period was in southern Donegal 
where primary and post-primary grant performance 
both fell from over 40% to just over a quarter. When 
changes of this magnitude can occur within the school- 
going life of a normal child in one of the two major 
Gaeltachtaf, there would appear to be justification for 
concern about the future of the Gaeltacht 

3*2.3 County Analysis: Galway 

The Galway Gaeltacht, with 24,764 inhabitants ac- 
cording to the 1981 Census, is marginally the most 
populous of the seven Gaeltachtaf and covers a large 
area. Most of it lies to the west of Galway rlty , from 
the city outskirts to the islands and pcninsulae west of 



5C 
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the Twelve Bens mountains. It takes in another area 
east of Galway city and the remainder is north of the 
city, joining up with the Mayo Gaeltacht at the south- 
em end of Lough Mask. Galway can be divided into 
nine areas as follows: 

!• Arainn (the Aran Islands) 

2. Ceantar na nOUedn (the islands of Lcitir McalMin, 
Garmna and Leitir M6ir) 

3. Carna (the Carna peninsula) 

4. RosMuC'AnCheathrHRua (the crescent-shaped 
area from Rosmuc to Carraroe) 

5. Ros an Mhfl - Bearna (the Galway Bay area from 
Rosaveel to Bama) 

6. Galway City (which is not in the Gaeltacht) 

7. East Galway (to the east of Lough Corrib) 

8. The MoycuUenArea (west of Lough Corrib, from 
Galway city to Oughterard) 

• The Joyce Country (bounded by Oughtcraixi, Clifdcn 
and Clonbur). 

Primary Grants 

Overall grant performance in Galwiy Gaeltacht pri- 
mary schools fell from 60% in theearly 1970s to 50% 



thereafter. The two areas with the highest grant 
performance figures are also the only areas where the 
Gaeltacht school-going populations fell over our period. 
These are the two groups of islands, Arainn and 
Ceantar na nOiledn, where primary grant perform- 
ance remained at 75-85% throughout our period but 
school populations fell by a fifth. On Carna, grant 
performance fell from four fifths to two thirds of a 
fairly stable school population and appears to have 
stabilised at this level. About half of all Galway 
primary grant earners attended schools in the contigu- 
ous Ros Muc - An Cheathrii Rua and Ros an Mhfl - 
Bearna areas. In both cases, despite substantially 
increased grant numbers, grant perfonnance fell by 
ca. 10% of the rising primary school population: 
again, however, it appears to have stabilised, at about 
70% and 50% respectively. North of Galway city, in 
the Moycullen Area and the Joyce Country, grant 
numbers generally increased in line with school popu- 
lations but still constituted fairly small minorities of a 
fifth and a third respectively. Finally, in Galway City 
and East Galway, the small number of grant earners 
not only declined but becameeven more marginalised 
among their fast-riring school populations. 



TABLE 3.12: SU^^MAP.Y OF THE GRAOT SITUATION IN GALWAY PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN 

(a) THE PARLY 1970s; (b) THE LATER 1970s AND (c) THE EARLY 1980s; 
SHOWING: THE AVERAGE NUf€JER OF GRANTS EARNED IN EACH ARRA (PARF D; 
THKSE AS A PERCENTAGE OF ALL GALWAY PRIMARY GRAhTTS (PARF II); mVi 
GRA^7^ PERFORMAICE IN LOCAL PRIMARY GAELTACHT SCHOOLS (PART HI). 





PART I 


PART II 


PART III 




AVERAGE GRAWrS 


% OF 


DONEGAL 


% OF LOCAL 




a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a t> c 




199 


186 


162 


10 


10 


8 


7f 80 75 


CEAWTAR NA nOTLEAN 


333 


294 


257 


17 


17 


14 


84 84 79 


CARN.A 


269 


209 


225 


14 


12 


12 


82 66 66 


ROS MUC - C'RO RUA 


419 


401 


4S1 


22 


23 


24 


81 71 73 


ROS A'MiirL - BEARWA 


458 


478 


557 


24 


27 


29 


60 49 51 


G/^LWAY CITY 


44 


32 


31 


2 


2 


2 




EAST GALWAY 


74 


43 


34 


4 


2 


2 


16 8 5 


MOYCULLEN AREA 


62 


56 


79 


3 


3 


4 


18 16 21 


JOYCE COUNTRY 


88 


79 


88 


4 


4 


5 


33 27 29 


TOTAL G.ALWAY 


1946 


1778 


1884 


100 


100 


100 


60 50 49 



entirely from the Table while Part 3 of the Table excludes Galltacht schools. 



Post-Primary Grants 

Grants were normally earned by 800 to 1000 post- 
primary students in 20 Galway schools during our 
period. Seven of these, accounting for about 85% of 
grants annually, are Gaeltacht schools, while ten of 
the 13 non-Gaeltacht schools, accounting for almost 
all of the remainder, are in Galway city. Since we do 
not know what parts of the Gaeltacht the large num- 
bers of city grant earners came from and as there were 
some Gacliacht ansas with sizable primary grant numbers 
but with no post-primary grant earners, the post- 
primary grants will not be integrated with the primary 
grants on an areal basis. 

Non-Gaeltacht schools: Although grant qualifiers 
never exceeded 12% of total enrolment in any Galway 



city school, the numbers involved frequently ex- 
ceeded 20 p.a. in four of them, indicating consider- 
able dispersion of Gaeilgeoin'. The case for consoli- 
dation is underlined by the fact that nearly all of the 
city schools attended by grant qualifiers are single- 
sex secondary schools, only two of which even have 
Irish-medium streams. Moreover, although two of 
the city schools cater for boarders, the vast majority of 
the 120+ grant earners in city schools are day-pupils. 
As regards the three non-Gaeltacht schools outside 
Galway city , no more than three students in any given 
year qualified for the grant in either An Clochdn 
(Clifden) or 6rdn M6r (Oranmore), while the 20+ 
grants earned annually by 11% of the students at 
Uachtar Ard (Oughterard) secondary school in the 
early 1970s steadily declined to less than five. 
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TABLE 3.13: SUMMARY GRAr^TT SITUATION IN GALWAY POSr-PRI.'^ARY SOiOOLS, SMa/ir^ 
(a) AVERAGE GRAOT ^nJMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATlOrJS, ML 
(c) AVERAGE GR/u'TT PERFOR/IAI^E FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/1 



pr:.'v^ry level 

LOCArlON 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Col An Sp ideal 


138 


226 


61% 


110 


202 


54% 


132 


222 


59% 


CS Indrc'abhan 


86 


92 


93% 


94 


105 


89% 


105 


127 


83% 


SC An Cheathcu Rua 


315 


344 


92% 


* 298 


328 


91% 


342 


377 


91% 


GS Ros Muc 


43 


46 


93% 


43 


46 


93% 


36 


40 


90% 


CS Cill Ronajn 


52 


54 


96% 


54 


61 


38% 


61 


72 


85% 


PS Carna 


137 


193 


71% 


126 


177 


71% 


127 


168 


76% 


CS Corr na Mona 


47 


65 


72% 


35 


67 


52% 


38 


72 


53% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 


818 


1020 


80% 


760 


986 


77% 


841 


1078 


78% 


*10 City schools 


156 






124 






134 






*Clochar, Or an Mor 


2 






0 






0 






*t« Pol Uachtar ^rd 


23 




(11% 


) 13 




(6%) 2 




(1%) 


*PS An CLochan 


2 






0 






1 






TOTAL POSr-PRIMARY 


1000 






897 






978 






NOTE: See Section 3.2. 


1 for explanatory notes regarJing the 


Tablo. 



Gaeltacht schools: Grants regularly exceeded 85% 
of total students on Inis M6r and at Rosmuc, An 
Cheaihrii Rua and Indreabh^. To the west of these, 
the Carna figure was somewhat lower at two thirds to 
four fifths; to the east, An Spid($al was lower again at 
a half to two thirds; while far to the north , the Corr na 
M6na score was usually between a half and three 
quarters. These seven schools will now be examined 
one by one. 

The nearest Gaeltacht post-primary school to Galway 
city is at An Spid^al. In this secondary school (the 
only one in the Galway Gaeltacht) grant numbers fell 
faster than the school population in the late 1 970s but 
both had reverted to their former level (60% of 
students) by the early 1980s. Further along the road, 
the vocational school at Indreabh^n had more grant 
earners in the 1980s than in the 1970s but grant 
performance was 10% lower (down to 83%) due to the 
rising school population. The comprehensive school 
at An Cheathru Rua, by far the largest of the Galway 
Gaeltacht schools, accounted for a third of all Galway 
grants. Although student numbers fluctuated erati- 
cally, grantpcrformance was steady atabout 90%. To 
the north and south of here lie the much smaller 
vocational schools of Rosmuc and Cill Ronain (Inis 
M6r, Arainn) with ca. 40 and 80 students respectively. 
Grant performance at Rosmuc was fairly stable (90- 
95%) whereas Cill R6n^\n fell by about 10% (to 85%) 
by the early 1980s, Qespite rising grant numbers. The 
most westerly of the Galway Gaeltacht post-primary 
schools is thecommunity school at Carna. Although 
grant numbers fell slightly over our period, theschool 
population fell at a somewhat faster rate, so that grant 



performance rose slightly, from 71% to 76%. The 
fi.^al Galway Gaeltacht school lies far to the north at 
Corr na Mona, above Loch Coirib. In this vocational 
school, grant numbers and performance fell from 47 
to 37 (73% to 53%) over our period. 

Subarea Analysis 

Arainn: The three Aran Islands lie withi n the official 
Gaeltacht. There are three primary schools on Inis 
M6r and one eachonlnisOfrrandlnisMedin. O veral 1 
grantpcrformance remained remarkably stable at ca. 
75-80% over the period but the school-going popula- 
tion fell by a fifth. The largestofthe Inis M6r schools, 
Cill R6n^in, had an exceptionally high enrolment in 
1973/4 - perhaps a legacy of the 1970 amalgamation 
of Cil! Einne, the only Arainn school to close since 
the mid-1960s; but even if tliis year is excluded, it is 
clear that there was a steady decline in the overall 
school-going population of the islands, from an an- 
nual average of at least 250 in the early years to 215 
intheearly 1980s. Enrolmentin Cill Ronain fell over 
our period but its grant performance improved from 
two thirds to three quarters. Grant performance in the 
second Inis M6r school at Eoghanacht fell as the 
average school population doubled to 40 over our 
period and was the weakest of the five Araini. schools 
by the early 1980s (62%). Grant performance in the 
final Inis M6r school, Scoil An Cheathrair Alainn, 
fell somewhat but it is too small a school to speak in 
: erms of trends. So is the school on Inis Meain , where 
pupil enrolment was halved over our period but grant 
performance remained above 80% - as it did on Inis 
Oirr, where both enrolment and grant performance 
remained stable. (See Map 3.13 on p.56 ). 



TABLE 3.14: SUMI-IARY GRAOT SITUATIOM IN ^INN SCHOOLS, SHOWING 

(a) AVERAGE GRANT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULAnOMS, AflD 
(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERfORJVvNCE FOR FAOi SUB- PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRl ARY LEVEL 
LOCATION 


EARLIER 


19703 


LAT 


fiR 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Inis Oirr 


41 


54 


76% 


44 


52 


85?. 


44 


51 


86% 


Inis Meam 


43 


53 


91% 


32 


37 


8^% 


23 


28 


82% 


Inis Mor (3 schools) 


111 


156 


71% 


110 


144 


76% 


95 


136 


70% 


- Cill Ronain 


73 


110 


66% 


70 


39 


79% 


53 


72 


74% 


- Eoghanacht 


16 


20 


80% 


20 


29 


69% 


25 


40 


62% 


- Sc An Cheathrair Alainn 


22 


26 


85% 


20 


26 


77% 


17 


24 


71% 


TOTAL PRimRY 


199 


263 


76% 


186 


232 


30% 


162 


215 


75% 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



47 




49 



Ceantar na nOiledn: The island group of Leitir 
Mealldin, Garmna and Leitir M6ir forms a compact 
Gaeltacht area with no Galltacht schools at hand. 
There are. seven Gaeltacht schools in the area. An 
eighth school, on Inis Treabhair, closed in 1980, 
having had no more than five pupils on its rolls in each 
of the previous five years. Overall grantperformance 
remained remarkably stable at ca. 80-85% over our 
period but the primary school population fell by a 
fifth. Most of the population decrease occurred in the 



larger, more easterly schools at Leitir M6ir, Tir an 
Fhia and An Tr^ Bh^in but it is only in Tir an Fhia 
that grant performance declined substantially, mak- 
ing it the weakest school on the islands by the early 
1980s (65% average grants - all others scoring three 
quarters and upwards). An Droim was the only 
school to substantially grow in population while the 
more westerly and isolated schools maintained re- 
markably consistent enrolments. 



r/vBLb' 3.15: SUMMARY GRATir SITUAriON IN CEAriFAR NA nOlLEAN SPOOLS, 
(LEITIR MEAI.LAIN - GARMNA - LEITIR MOIR) SHOEING 
(a) AVERAGE GRAOT r^UMBERS, (t)} AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRAOT PERFORMAf^E FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 
LOG AT I CM 


EARLIER i970sL 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c; 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Leitir Meallain 


46 


54 


85% 


46 


54 


85% 


39 


49 


80% 


An Cnoc 


28 


33 


85% 


28 


31 


90% 


23 


31 


74% 


Inis Treabhair 


6 


6 


100% 


3 


3 


100% 


CLOSED 


IN 


1980 


Tit: an Fhia 


76 


87 


87% 


47 


60 


78% 


37 


57 


65% 


An Droim 


30 


33 


91% 


35 


38 


92% 


41 


51 


80% 


Leitir Moir 


74 


94 


79% 


62 


76 


82% 


41 


54 


76% 


Leitir Calaidh 


24 


31 


77% 


30 


36 


83% 


31 


35 


69% 


An Tra Bhain 


49 


59 


83% 


45 


53 


85% 


43 


47 


91% 


TOrAL PRIMARY 


333 


396 


84% 


294 


350 


84% 


257 


324 


79% 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Carna: The self-contained Gaeltacht on ihe Cama 
peninsula contained seven primary schools in the mid 
1960s, one of which, Loch Conaortha, amalgamated 
with Cill Chiariin in 1970. There was a modest 
increase in the total school population over our period 
but grant performance declined seriously, from 82% 
in the first three years to two thirds for the remainder 
of the period. Grant performance rcmaip',;d above 
80% in Mairos, An Aird Thiar and Mainis on the 



western side of the peninsula but fell in the more 
populous easterly schools. In fact, the two largest 
schools, Carna and Cill Chiar^in have by far the 
lowest grant performance of the six (36% and 61% 
respectively) and are the only schools where grant 
performance is less than three quarters. (The Gael- 
tacht status of Scoil Naomh Treasa, at An Caiseal, 
away to the northwest, is unclear but it only registered 
a total of three grants in eleven years). 



TABLE 3.16: SUMfWiY GR\NT SITUATION IN CARNA SCHOOLS, SHaiTCNG 

(a) A'/ERAGE GRANT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, A^^D 
(c) AVERAGE GRAOT PERtWWCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LK\fEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


LOCAriON 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


• b c 




28 


34 


82% 


32 


44 


73% 


48 


54 89% 


An Aird Thiar 


49 


52 


94% 


34 


42 


81% 


36 


42 86% 


Mainis 


36 


41 


38% 


31 


36 


86% 


22 


25 88% 


An Aird Mhor 


56 


61 


92% 


40 


53 


75% 


34 


45 76% 


Cill Chi<arain 


48 


63 


76% 


48 


68 


71% 


52 


85 61% 


carna 


50 


74 


68% 


23 


73 


31% 


32 


90 36% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 


268 


325 


82% 


209 


316 


66% 


225 


340 66% 


*? An caiseal 


1 






0 






0 




TOTAL PRir4ARY 


269 






209 






225 





NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Ros Muc to an Cheathru Riia: There wore either six 
or seven Gaeltacht school*" in this area. Thcconfusion 
arises because the two An Cheathrti Rua schools 
were treated together as one for grants purposes after 
1980/1 while their enrolment figures continued to be 
recorded separately. Thore was substantial growth in 
the school-going population of the area as a whole 
(Ros Muc was the only school to lose pupils but this 
was not serious). Overall grant performance in the 



area fell but remained above 80% at Ros Muc, Leitir 
Mucu and An Tuairin and around 75% at An Gort 
Mor and Camas. Finally, although grant perform- 
ance at An Cheathru Rua stands at only 65%, this 
may reflect a growing population of under-six year 
olds in the junior section of the school and need not 
mean that grant performance is actually falling. Yet 
again, however, wc do not have the relevant data to 
check this. 



SO 



63 



TABLE 3.17: SUMMARY GRANT SITUATION FROM ROS MUC TO AN GIHATHRO RUA, SHOWirJG 
(a) AVERAGE GRANT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULAriONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERF0R/4ANCB FOR BACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 
LOCATION 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b c 


ROS MUC 


55 


66 


83% 


53 


63 


84% 


48 


57 84% 


Leitic Mucu 


35 


39 


90% 


39 


50 


78% 


56 


67 84% 


An Tuaicin 


69 


84 


82% 


70 


80 


87% 


70 


85 82% 


An Gort Mor 


42 


53 


79% 


43 


b9 


73% 


47 


61 77% 


Camas 


36 


44 


82% 


34 


47 


72% 


40 


54 74% 


2 An Cheathru Rua schools 


182 


235 


77% 


162 


265 


61% 


189 


291 65% 


TO PAL PRIMARY 


419 


520 


81% 


401 


563 


7i% 


451 


615 73% 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Ros an Mh(l to Bearna: On the assumption that SN 
S^amusNaofa, Bearna (roll # 0 1 865) and SN Naomh 
Sheamais, Bearna (roll# 19803) areone and the same 
school, there were eleven Gaeltacht schools in this 
area in the mid 1960s. Today there are seven. The 
four closed schools were amalgamated with four of 
the extant schools before our period began. They all 



lay westwards from An Spidcal. School populations 
increased considerably in all seven schools over the 
period yet it is only in the schools closest to Galway 
city, where ribbon development is rife, that grant 
performance was seriously dented. The recovery of 
grant performance at Na Forbach-i is quite perplex- 
ing. 



TABLE 3.18: SUMMARY GRAWT SITUATION FROM ROS AN MKIL TO BEARNA, SHOWING 

(a) AVERAGE GRAOT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(C) AVERAGE GRANT P»3RPORi4AiCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIIWY LEVEL 


1 EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


LOCATION 


1 a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Na Doirifi 


86 


103 


^}3% 


99 


123 


77% 


110 


139 


79% 


An Tulaigh 


66 


82 


80% 


76 


105 


72% 


91 


126 


72% 


Sailearna 


93 


117 


79% 


116 


160 


72% 


126 


173 


73% 


An Sp ideal : "iche51 


56 


71 


79% 


55 


72 


76% 


75 


90 


83% 


An Sp ideal : f^uire 


86 


157 


55% 


94 


191 


49% 


104 


195 


53% 


Na For bach a 


29 


70 


41% 


16 


102 


16% 


39 


119 


33% 


Bearna 


40 


167 


24% 


23 


213 


11% 


11 


2470 


4% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 
*Rathijn 


457 

1 


767 


60% 


478 

0 


971 


49% 


557 
0 


1089 


51% 


TOT/vL PRIMARY 


458 






473 






557 







NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 foe explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Galway City: Grants were paid in respect of pupils 
attending twelve primary schools in the Galway city 
area over our period. Needless to remark, all of these 
schools lie outside the Gaeltacht. Grant recipients 



constituted only a tiny minority of the pupils in all of 
them. Most of the grants were paid in respect of pupils 
attending two of the schools, Fursa and logn^id. 



TABLK 3.19: SUMMARY GlWrr SITUATION IN GALWAY CITY SCHOOLS, SHa-/ING 

(a) A'l/ERAGB GRANT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPUIV^TIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRAOT PERFORfWCE FOR EAOI SUB-PERIOD, 197 3/4 - 1983/'! 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 


1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


LOCATION 


a b 


c 


a b 


c 


a be 


*Scoil Fhursa 
*Scoil Tognliid 
*Ten other schools 


15 248 
12 218 
17 


6% 
5% 


12 257 
11 249 
9 


5% 
4% 


15 293 5% 
9 336 3% 
7 


*TOrAL PRIMAJ^Y 


44 




32 




31 



NOPE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



East Galway: There were seven Gaeltacht primary 
schools to the east of Loch Coirib in the mid 1960s. 
Today there are six, the Baile Chlair girls* school 
having amalgamated with the extant school there in 
1970. A second school, An Cam Mor, changed its 
roll number in 1981/2 but the figures suggest that it 
simply. moved to a new building. Neither of the 
schools at Cor an Dola registered even one grant over 
the period (although the Gaeltacht status of one of 
these, Baile Grifm, is unclear), while only a handful 
each year were earned by pupils at Baile Chlair and 
Eanach Dhuin. Grant performance at k^ui Mi- 

ER?C l^i 



onlach and An Caifilean Gearr fell from relatively 
high levels to almost zero after the mid 1970s. A 
parallel rise occurred at An Cam Mor (widely be- 
lieved to be due to the influence of a specific teacher) 
but this peaked at 44% in 1977/8 and had settled back 
by the 1980s to its former level of about one fifth. 
Overall, average grant numbers in Galway East schools 
(excluding Cor an Dola) was halved over our period 
while the school population increased by a half. With 
grant performance at 5% in the early 1980s, the 
justification of Gacllacht status for this area would 
appear to be questionable. 

51 



MAP 3.16: PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN NORTH GALWAY AND SOUTH MAYO 



KEY 




52 



65 



TABLE 3.20: SUMMARY Om^V SITUATION IN EASr GAI,WAY SCHQXS, SHO/H:^ 

(a) AVERAGE GRA^r NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGF: SCHOOL POPUf-ATIOMS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERFORMANCE PGR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



I 



PRII1ARY DE\'EL 
LOCATION 


EARLIER i970s 


LATER 1970s 


PARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Mionlach 


24 


49 


50% 


6 


73 


8% 


1 


99 


1% 


An caisiean Gearr 


23 


110 


2U 


3 


123 


2% 


3 


109 


3% 


*? An Caen Mot: 


14 


73 


19% 


27 


89 


30% 


20 


93 


22% 


Baile chlaic 


4 


130 


3% 


4 


174 


2% 


6 


231 


3% 


Eanach Dhum 


1 


47 


3% 


2 


50 


4% 


4 


91 


4% 


Subtotal 


67 


409 


16% 


42 


S09 


8% 


34 


623 


5% 


Cor an Dola 


0 






0 






0 






* 3 Galltacht schools 


7 






1 






0 






TOTAL PRIMARY 


74 






43 






34 






NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 


for explanatory notes 


regarding th(? Table 





ERIC 



Moycitllen Area: There are four Gaeltachi schools 
between Galway city and the Joyce Country. In 
addition to these four, an average of one grant p.a, was 
paid inrespcctof each oftwo GalltachtschooIsrPairc 
na Sceiche, at the city end, where a total of nine grants 
were earned over the eleven year period; and Ros 



Cathail, to the north of the four Gacltacht schools, 
where a total of fourteen grants were eiu*ned over the 
period. In one of tlie four intervening Gacltacht 
schooIs,TulaighMhic Aodhain,nograntsatalI were 
earned. In NaTuairini, grant performance improved 
almost threefold. 



TABLE 3.21: SUMIWY G.RAWr SITUATION IN THE MOYCUT.LEN AREA, SHO^MG 

(a) AVERAGE GRA!>rr NUMBERS, (b) AVEIWE SaiOOL POPUlJ\TIOMS, AND 
(C) AVERAGE GRAWr PERFCKMANCE FOR EAQi SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


FARLIER 


1970s 


UTER 19 70s 


FARi.Y 1980s 


LOCATION 


a 


b 




a b 




d 


b c 


Ha Tuairini 


7 


61 


11% 


10 60 


17% 


16 


55 29% 


Maigh Cuilinn 


29 


186 


16% 


16) 283 


15% 


8 


230 3% 


An Baile Nua 


21 


62 


34% 


28) 




54 


8i 67% 


Subtotal 


57 


309 


18% 


?S 343 


16% 


78 


366 21% 


rulaigh Mhic Aodhain 


0 






0 




0 




* 2 Galltacht schools 


5 






1 




I 




TOTAL PRI.W>Y 


62 






56 




79 





NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



The two remaining schools pose a problem insofar as 
one of them. An Baile Nua, closed temporarily be- 
tween 1978/9 and September 1981. But while its 
pupils were amalgamated with those in the new cen- 
tral school at Maigh Cuilinn, grants continued to be 
enumerated under the old An Baile Nua school title. 
To add to the confusion, the new school at Maigh 
Cuilinn, itself an amalgamation of two other Gacl- 
tacht schools, came into being at the same time as An 
Baile Nua was temporarily closed down. On the face 
of it, many Gacilgcoiri from the closed schools which 
amalgamated into the new central school at Maigh 
Cuilinn would appear to have opted to attend Na 
Tuairini and the reopened An Baile Nua. Overall, 
excluding Tulaigh Mhic Aodhain, the Gacltacht pri- 
mary school population of the MoycuUen area rose by 
a fifth while grant performance rose slightly, to one 

I 



fifth by the early 1980s. 

The Joyce Country: This area conuiined eleven 
Gacltacht primary schools in the mid-1960s. Today 
there are five, all of them incorporating at least one of 
the seven closed schools. One of the closed schools, 
Loch Eidhneach, was amalgamated in 1968 with a 
non-Gaeltacht school. Due to the high number of 
closures and amalgamations, it is difficult to analyse 
overall trends; however, it is clear that grant earners 
are now concentrated in just two schools, which 
between them accounted for 81% of all grants in the 
Joyce Country (677 out of 839) during our period. 
These are Corr na Mona, where grant performance 
increased faster than the increase in population; and 
An Chloch Bhreac, where population and grant per- 
formance remained stable. 



TABLE 3.22: SUMI^RY GRA^?T SITUATION IN THE JOYCE COUNrRY, SHa/nwC 

(a) AVEI^AGE G\VKm NUMBERS, (b) A'^RACE SOm\, POpUUTlOHS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRAf^ PERFORmNCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1963 M 



PRIMARY L'-Ti/EL 


EAPXIER 


1970s 


[A'WM 1970s 


EAkr.Y 1980s 


LOCATION 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


P^dcaiq, An Fhaircbo 


3 


84 


3% 


3 


79 


4% 


5 


77 


G% 


Tir na CUie 


13 


^3 


56% 


4 


41 


9% 


0 


35 


■j% 


Corr na Mona 


24 


58 


41% 


31 


59 


52% 


30 


68 




An Chloch Bhreac 


31 


43 


72% 


30 


41 


73% 


25 


41 


61% 


sraith Salach 


7 


32 


23% 


5 


50 


10% 




47 


15% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 

* 3 Uachtar ^^rd schools 

* 2 An Clochan school g 


79 
9 
0 


240 


33% 


73 
6 

0 


2-'0 


27% 


71 

10 


'168 


29% 


TOTAI. PRr.4ARY 


83 






79 






88 






NOTE: Soe Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarJing the Tdplc. 
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Summary of the Grant Situation 
in Galway 

At primary level, the only areas where at least three 
quarters of Gaeltacht school pupils still earned the 
grant by the early 1980s were the two Galway island 
groups of Ccantar na nOilcan (79%) and Arainn 
(75%) but the primary school populations were de- 
clining in both of these areas. To the west of Ccantar 
na nOiledn, on the Cama peninsula, grant perform- 
ance fell from over 80% to two thirds. In the extensive 
area eastwards from Ccantar na nOileSn to the out- 
skirts of Galway city, grant numbers rose but grant 
performance fell by about 10% - to three quarters in 
the westerly part, to a half in the pari closer to the city. 
Galway city itself, which is not in the Gaeltacht, 
continued to account for 2% of all primary grants 
earned in the county, but these still constituted only a 
tiny percentage of the host school populations. In the 
Gaeitachtarea east ofGalway city, grant performance 
fell from 16% to 5%. North of Galway city, it 
continued to hove * around one fifth in the Moycullen 
area and around one third further north in the Joyce 
Country (and in adjacent South Mayo). 

At post-primary level, the highest scores were again 
in those schools serving the two Galway groups of 
islands of Ceantar na nOilean and Arainn: these 
continued to score 85% or over although the Arainn 
score had fallen by 1 1 % over our period.. The profile 
of Indrcabhan was almost identical to that of Arainn 
but had fallen just below the 85% mark by the early 
1980s- On Cama, grant performance improved some- 
what, but just to three quarters; An Spidfial managed 
to recover to about 60% af ter a dec 1 inc during the later 
1970s and the Joyce Country declined from three 
quarters to a half. 

3,2.4 County Analysis: Mayo 

The Mayo Gaeltacht has been divided into five subar* 
cas as follows. 

1. Belmullet A encompasses the Belrnullet penin- 
sula (Bcal an Mhuirthead); 



2. Belmullet B is the mainland area to the north of 
Belmullet 

3. Belmullet C is the mainland area to the south of 
Belmullet. Subarcas 1-3 are referred to collec- 
tively as Belmullet or North Mayo. 

4. Corrdn/Acaill (or Mid-Mayo): the Corraun pen- 
insula and eastern Achill Island 

5. Loch Measca (or South Mayo): on the western 
and southern sides of Lough Mask, linking up with 
the Joyce Country Gaeltacht area in North Gal- 
way. 

There are currently 30 Gaeltacht primary schools in 
Mayo. There were 42 in the mid-1960s. Fourteen of 
these closed down, three of them during our period. 
Of the fourteen primary school closures, one was in 
Belmullet A, five were in Belmullet C, four were in 
CorrdnIA calll and four were at Loch Measca. One of 
the latter, closed in 1969, was amalgamated with a 
Galltacht school. By contrast, only one of the seven 
post-primary schools within the Gaeltacht area closed 
during our period. 

The distribution of grants by subarea is shown in 
Table 3.23. The overall situation by the early 1980s 
was that just over half of the grants at both primary 
and post-primary level wcrebeingearned in the north, 
with the other half almost equally divided between 
the other two areas. Taking the period as a whole, the 
northern share of all Mayo grants remained fairly 
stable at primary level but its share of post-primary 
grants fell by 10%; exactly the opposite occurred in 
the south, i.e., its share of post-primary grants re- 
mained stable while its share of primary grants fell by 
about 1 0%. Corrdn/A calll thus increased its share of 
both primary and post-primary grants by about 10%. 
Within the north, there was a similar shift towards the 
centre (Belmullet A) which steadily increased its 
share of primary grants from 27% to 52% over our 
period (mostly at the expense of Belmullet B to the 
north) thus bringing it towards its stable 55-60% share 
of all northern post-primary grants. 



':\KS. 3.23: DTorRnUTION OF MAYO GRAlfTS BY SUBAREA AND BY SCHOOL S!;:CIK)R 
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Similar geographical contraction of grant earners is 
apparent throughout the county as a whole, at both 
primary and post-primary levels: so much so indeed, 
that if the £10 grant figures mean anything at all, then 
most of the official Mayo Gaeltacht can only be 
described as a fiction. 

As many as 81% of all grants earned in BelmulletA 
Gaeltacht primary schools during our period were 
concentrated in just one of the six local Gaeltacht 
schools; in Belmullet B, one of seven local schools 
accounted for 85% of local grants; while one of the 
four Belmullet C schools accounted for 69% of local 
grants. At second level, only about 10% of students in 
the two Belmullet A schools usually earned the grant, 
with only about half of the students in the Belmuliet 
B school usually qualifying. The only second level 
Gaeltacht school in Belmullet C(v/\ih about 2% grant 
performance) closed in 1980. 

In CorrdnlAcaill^ primary grant performance increased 
in most of the nine local Gaeltacht schools over our 
period but still constituted only 20-25% of pupils in 
the three highest-scoring schools by the early 1980s, 
with the situation very much lower in the other six. 



Post-primary grant performance doubled over our 
period in the two local schools but still constituted 
only about 10-15% of students by the early 1980s. 

In Loch Measca Gaeltacht primary schools, about a 
third of all pupils regularly earned the grant through- 
out our period. However, grant performance ranged 
widely between the four schools invol/ed. In the 
early 1970s, it was 78% in the highest-scoring school 
and only 7% in the lowest. By the early 1980s, the 
figures were more uniform: two thirds in the two 
southernmost schools compared with a fifth in the two 
northernmost schools. A small number of grants 
earned in Galltacht primary schools were no longer 
being earned after the mid-1970s. Similariy, at post- 
primary level, Galltacht grants earned in three Ballin- 
robe schools fell by a third to 14 p.a. In the only local 
post-primary Gaeltacht school, grant numbers and 
performance more than doubled over our period but 
had reached only 39 (21%) by the early 1980s. 

All of this data suggests that the Mayo Gaeltacht has 
contracted almost to the point of extinction. Table 
3.24 summarises the situation in the early PSOs. 



TABLE 3.24: SUm^RY OF GRAI^r^ PEftFORl^iCE IN M\yO SCHOOLS IN THK rlARI.Y 1980s 

70%+ 61-70% 26-60% 16-25% 6-15% Q-5 % 

Primary schools (N=30) 0 4 0 6 3 17 
Post-Primary schools (N=6) 0 0 1 2 _3 0 
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We will now proceed to examine the situation within 
each of the five areas. 

Subarea Analysis 

North Mayo (Belmullet) Primary Grants 
Belmullet A: Two of the six local Gaeltacht primary 
schools here registered no grants at all during our 
period. (One of these, Clociiar na Tr6caire: Naion^in 
contained 42% under six year olds in 1 979/80, but this 
is still less than half of the school population). A third, 
with about 70 pupils enrolled each year, registered 
only three grants over the entire period; while a fourth 
school, Beal an Mhuirthead, registered an average 
of four grants p.a. out of an annual enrolment of 1 60- 
200. A fifth, An Chorrchloch, with an average 
enrolment of 50-70, had no grant qualifiers until 
1976/7; thcrcaf ter, about eight grants p.a. were earned 
until 1983/4, when the figure shot up to 25 for some 
unknown reason. The final school. An Eachl^im, at 
the southernmost tip of the peninsula, is the most 
isolated, and accounted for 81% of the 624 Belmullet 
A grants during our period. Average enrolment rose 
from 78 pupils in the first three years, to 110-1 15 
thereafter. Grant numbers remained fairly stable at 35 
to 39 p a. in the 1970s, falling as a percentage of the 
rising population from 45% to 34%, but they shot up 
to 69 (or 61%) in the early 1980s. This too is 
perplexing. 



Belmullet B: No grants at all were paid in respect of 
pupils attending three of the seven Gaeltacht primary 
schools in this area during our period; a total of seven 
grants were earned over the entire period in a fourth; 
an average of two grants p.a. were earned by pupils in 
a fifth school with an annual enrolment of 80-120.' 
Hence, almost all the grant recipients in this area 
attended two schools: Ros Dumhach and Ceathrii 
Thaidhg. In Pes Dumhach, average enrolment iell 
by 15% over our period but grant numbers ?.iid per- 
formance plumctted from 15 p.a. (20%) to only four 
p.a. (7%). Ceathru Thaidhg accounted for 85% of 
all Belmullet B grants during our period (679 out of 
803). Again, it is situated in a remote area, sur- 
rounded by mountain and sea. Even here, however, 
grant performance declined, from 86% to 70% of a 
fairly stable population of ca. 80. 

Belmullet C: The annual total of grants paid in 
respect of primary pupils in this whole area was never 
highcr than 19 during our period and was as low as 
seven on one occasion. There are four Gaeltacht 
schools, one of which, Gaoth Saile, is the result of an 
amalgamation oftwo other Gaeltacht schools in 1981. 
Thisschool and its predecessors accounted for 69% of 
the 159 grants paid in this area throughout our period 
but only a tenth of its stable population of ca. 100 
regularly earned the grant. 
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MAP 3.17: PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN MID MAYO (CORRAN AND ACAILL) 
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MAP 3.13: PRIMARY SCHOOLS ON ARAINN 
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North Mayo Post-Primary Grants 

Grants were paid in respect of students attending four 
post-primary schools in this area during our period. 
They were all within the official Gaeltacht. In Belmul" 
let A (Beal an Mhuirthead), about 70 grant qualifiers 
were divided 2:1 between a mixed-sex secondary 
school and a vocational school. Grant numbers de- 
clined seriously in both of these in the mid 1970s but 
rose again to surpass the earlier levels. Nonetheless, 
grant performance remained below 15% in the secon- 
dary school and never exceeded 10% in the vocational 



school. The only post-primary school attended by 
grant earners in Belmullet B is the vocational school 
at Ros Dumhach, which had been an all-Irish secon- 
dary school until the early 1970s. In this small, 
expanding school, grant numbers rose from 38 to 47 
'•ver our period but grant performance remained at 
bout one half: this was nonetheless by far the highest 
proportion in any Mayo post-primary school. The 
only Belmullet C school attended by grant earners 
was the vocational school at Gaoth Saile but it never 
confiiined more than three grant qualifiers in any 
given year prior to its closure i. 1980. 
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Mid'Mayo (CorrdnlAcaill Area) 
This area contains nine Gaeltacht primary schools. 
One of them is a tiny school on the small island of Inis 
Bigil off the northeast coast of Acaill. Acaill itself 
contains six schools. The remaining two are on 
Corran. No closures or amalgamations occurred 
during our period. Primary grant numbers fell from 
ca. 30 p.a. in the first two years of our period to about 
half that figure for the next four years; the following 
year (1 979/80), this figure shot up to 47 grants and the 
four subsequent years ranged from 67-76 p.a. Grant 
performance improved in almost all schools but 
remained below one quarter. Post-primary grant 
qualifiers in this Mid-Mayo Gaeltacht were fairly 
evenly divided between a mixed-sex secondary and a 
vocational school, both on Acaill, Despite growing 
school populations, grant pcrfoimance doubled in 
each of them over our period but was still only 16% 
and 12% respectively by the early 1980s, 



No grants at all were paid in respect of pupils attend- 
ing the island school of Inis Bigil. In northern Acaill, 
no grants were earned by pupils attending Toin an 
tSeanbhaile until 1983/4, when six out of 52 pupils 
received grants. Beal an Bhallain had no grants 
before 1 979/80 but up to five p.a. were paid thereafter 
out of an annual enrolment of 35-45 pupils. In 
southern Acaill, only two grants had been paid al An 
Doirin in the seven years to 1979/80; four to eight 
grants p.a. were paid for the the next three years, and 
then it was down to one for the final year (1983/4). 
This followed a drastic fall in enrolment: from a very 
stable population of ca. 70, it fell suddenly to 21 in 
1982/3 and had only recovered to 50 by 1983/4, 
Perhaps there is some mo vement between this school 
and Gob an Choire, where annual enrolment had 
steadily increased from ca. 70 to 100 by the early 
1980s. Here, a total of only 13 grants were earned 
over the first ten years of our period but this shot up to 
15 in the final year, 1983/4, 
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TABLE 3.26: SUMMARY GRANT SimTION IN C0RRA!3/ACAILL {MII>-MAY0) SCriOOLS SHOWI>JG 
(a) AVERAGE GW^ NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERP»GE GRANT PBRFORMArX:E FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIf<l.ARy LE^/EL 
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LATER 1970s 
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b 


c 
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b 


c 
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7 


45 
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47 
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a 


50 22% 


An Cor ran 




73 


2% 
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4 
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10 
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8% 


12 
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24 
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6% 


11 


185 


6% 


27 


232 12% 


TOTAL POSr-PRl:^Y 


21 


300 


7% 


23 


304 


8% 


51 


382 13% 



NarE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



S^ile and Bun an Churraigh lie between the two 
northern and the two southern Acaill schools. To- 
gether, they accounted for 73% of the 285 Acaill 
grants during our period. S^ile accounted for 30% of 
the combined enrolment of these two schools and 
contributed 30 % of the combined grants total as well. 
Prior to 1979/80, the average grants figure in Saile 
had been 1 2% (i.e., about four grants each year out of 
an average enrolment of 36); thereafter, it rose to 17% 
(i.e., about seven grants each year out of an increased 
average enrolment of 45). In Bun an Churraigh 
grant performance prior to 1979/80 had been 9% (ca. 
seven grants out of an average enrolment of 81); 
lliereafter, it rose to 20% (21 grants out of an average 
enrolment of 103). 

The two final schools in this area are on Corran. 
Again, both seem to have *laken off as far as grants 
figures are concerned in 1979/80. Unlike S^ile and 
Bun an Churraigh, however, the school populations 
remained fairly stable. The school atT6in Re Gaoth 
had a suible population of 43-51 throughout our 
period but grant numbers fell from 12 in the first year, 
to an average of two p.a. over the next five years; to 
be followed from 1979/80 onwards, by an average of 
eleven p.a. The school at An Corran also had a stable 
population (67-75) throughout our period and an 
average two grants p.a. before 1979/80; but again, it 
rose sharp' thereafter, in this case to fifteen p.a. 

South Mayo (Loch Measca Area) 
As late as 1969, there were eight Gaeltacht primary 
schools in South Mayo, sandwiched between the 
Partry mountains and the western shores of Loch 
Measca. Today there are four. The first to close, 
Doire an Daimh Dheirg, amalgamated in 1969 - not 
with An tSraith, the northernmost surviving Gael- 
tacht school just below it - but with a Galllacht school. 
Another, Gleann S^ii, was amalgamated with An 



Trian Lair in 1974. Colli an tSiain remained un- 
touched while Pairc an Doire, the southernmost 
surviving Gaeltacht school in Mayo, includes two 
other Gaeltacht schools which were amalgamated 
with it in 1972: Fionnaithe and Seanadh Farachain 
(the latter technically in Co. Galway). 

Primary grant performance was stable at about one 
third throughout our period but the population of 
Gaeltacht schools declined by about 10%. The south- 
em area around Pairc an Doire appears to be the 
source of this population decline. Its average popula- 
tion of 51 in the eariy 1970s had fallen to 25 by the 
early 1980s, Grant numbers and performance also 
declined, from 40 to 16 grants p.a. (78% to 64%) over 
the period. These figures may or may not reflect the 
1972 amalgamations, either boosting the figures 
temporarily or leading to their long-term decline. We 
do not have the data to test this. However, the figures 
from Coin an tSi^in, f urther up the road, suggest that 
there may have been some movement of Irish speak- 
ers between these two schools; for while average 
enrolment in Coil! an tSiain remained remarkably 
stable throughout our period, grant numbers and per- 
formance increased substantially, from an average of 
20 (50%) in the first four years, to 30 (71%) over the 
rest of the period. In An Trian Lair (incorporating 
Gleann Sail), grant qualifiers were invariably no 
more than five p.a. out of a population of 80-85 until 
the final three years when they jumped to fourteen. In 
the final school at An tSraith, grant qualifiers aver- 
aged eleven p.a. out of a stable population of 38-51 
but fluctuated with no apparent pattern, the most ex- 
treme variation being from four to seventeen in two 
consecutive years. A mere fourteen grants were paid 
in respect of pupils attending non-Gaeltacht primary 
schools during our period but none have been paid 
since the mid-1970s. 
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TABLE 3.27: SUM'^Y GRANT SITUATION IN LOCH MEASCA (SOCTTH MAYO) SCHOOLS SHOWING 
(a) A'/ERAGE GRANT NUMBERS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRANT PERFCP/^NCE FOR EACH SU&-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LFVFT. 
LOCATION 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


Pairc an Doire 


40 


51 


78% 


16 


32 


50% 


16 


25 


64% 


CoilL an tSiain 


19 


41 


46% 


29 


39 


74% 


30 


44 


68% 


An Trian Lair 


6 


85 


7% 


4 


81 


5% 


14 


79 


18% 


An tSrait'ii 


10 


41 


24% 


12 


46 


26% 


10 


46 


22% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 


75 


218 


34% 


61 


198 


32% 


70 


194 


36% 


* 3 Galltacht schools 


3 






1 






0 






TOTAL PRIMARY 


78 






62 






70 







POST- PRIMARY LEVEL EARLIER 1970s LATER 1970s EARLY 1980s 

Colaiste Tuar Mhic tiadaigh 15 193 8% 26 196 13% 39 182 21% 
*Baile an Roba: 

" *GainTiscoil 12 (5%) 11 (5%) 5 (3%) 

- *MS na mBraithre 9 (5%) 5 (3%) 8 (4%) 

- *C1 na Trocalre 0 0 1 

TOTAL POST-PRIMARY 36 42 53 

• NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Post-primary grant qualifiers attended four Loch Mcasca 
schools during our period. Only one of these was a 
Gaeltacht school, Tuar Mhic ^!adaigh, on the west- 
em shore of Loch Measca. In this all-Irish, girls-only 
secondary school, grant performance more than doubled 
over our period but grant earners still constituted only 
a fifth of its students by the early 1980s. Given that 
this is the only secondary school left in County Mayo 
where Irish is taught as more than just a subject, it 
follows that Mayo boys cannot receive an Irish me- 
dium secondary education in their own county. The 
three Galltacht schools where grants were earned 
were in Ballinrobe, well to the east of Loch Measca. 
Grant qualifiers usually constituted less than 5% of 
total enrolment in each of them . As grant r umbers are 
declining in these schools, and as the number of girls 
earning grants at Tuar Mhic Eadaigh is g rowing, the 
nature of the educational provision at second level 
would appear to be a contributing factor to the decl ine 
of the Mayo Gaeltacht. 

Summary of the Grant Situation in Mayo 

Primar>' grant performance continued to hover around 
one third in South Mayo (the Loch Measca area); in 
Mid-Mayo (Corrdn/Acail!) it improved, but was still 
under a quarter even in the best of the schools; while 
in North Mayo {Belmullet) it was under a fifth in 
fifteen of the seventeen Gaeltacht schools. Post- 
primary grant performance improved in South Mayo, 
but just to a fifth; in Mid-Mayo it doubled, but just to 
about one in eight; and in North Mayo, it remained 
stable, but only at about one in eight in Belmullet A 
and at about one half in Belmullet B, Thus while the 
situation at post-primary level was somewhat better 
than at primary level, the overall situation in Mayo 
was of overall decline - or growth - to fairly low levels 
of grant performance. 

3.2.5 County Analysis: Kerry 

The Kerry Gaeltacht is located on tlie two northern- 
most Kerry pcninsulae i.e., Corca Dhuibhne 
(Corkaguiney) and below it, V(bh Rdthach (Iveragh). 
Average primary grant numbers fell from 573 p.a. in 



the early 1970s to 442 in the early 1980s while post- 
primary grants rose more modestly, from 392 to 428. 
The Corca Dhuibhne share of all Kerry grants rose by 
about 10% over our period (from 77% to 88% at 
primary level and from 73% to 83% at post primary 
level) with the IJWh Rdthach share declining accord- 
ingly. 

Corca Dhuibhne: TlieGaeltacht area covers the west 
of the peninsula. The interior is mountainous and the 
population is concentrated along thecoast. The main 
town is An Daingean (Dingle: pop. ca. 14(X)). An area 
near Caisledn Ghriaire (Casilegregory, in the north- 
central part of the peninsula) was added to the Gael- 
tacht area in 1974. As this coincided with the begin- 
ning of our period, grant data from the local schools 
are complete for the eleven years examined and are 
included in the analyses. 

At primary level, there were no closures, amalgama- 
tions or additions to the stock of twelve Gaeltacht 
primary schools over our period and only a few grants 
were paid in respect of children attending two non- 
Gaeltacht primary schools. Excluding 1973/4, which 
was an exceptional year, annual enrolment in Gael- 
tacht primary schools was fairiy stable (790-8 12) and 
grant performance fell only slightly, from an average 
53% in the 1970s to 47% in the early 1980s. 

One of the four Gaeltacht post-primai^ schools is in 
the new area incorporated in 1974, while the other 
three were in Dingle town. One of the Dingle schools 
closed in 1984, at the close of our period, but again, 
there is complete data for the period examined. 

The Corca Dhuibhne analysis is based on five subar- 
eas as follows: 

Corca Dhuibhne A: The small area in the north- 
central part of the peninsula, near Caisledn Ghriaire 
(Castlegregory) added to the Gaeltacht in 1974. It 
contains one primary and one second level Gael- 
tacht school. 
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Corcn Dhuibhne B: The northwestern Gacltacht area 
around Smerwick Harbour. It contains three Gacl- 
tacht primary schools but no second level school. 

Corca Dhuibhne C: The Gaeltacht area west of An 
Daingean (Dingle town). It contains four Gacl- 
tacht primary schools but no second level school. 



Corca Dhuibhne D: The Gaeltacht town of An Dain- 
gean. It contains two primary schools and three 
post-primary schools, one of which closed in 
1984. 

Corca Dhuibhne E: The area east of An Daingean. It 
contains two Gaeluicht primary schools but no 
Gaeltacht post-primary school. 



TABLE 3.28: SUMI-W^Y GBAm SITUATION IN CORCA DHUIBHNE SCHOOLS, SHOV/I:^^G 

(a) AVERAGE GRAiTT NUf^SRS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, AND 
(c) AVERAGE GRA.^rr' PERFORM^^JCE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 1970s 


LATER 1970s 


F-ARLY 1980s 




LOCATION 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 




CORCA DHUIBHNE A: 


24 






47 






21 






An Clochan 


24 


80 


30% 


45 


71 


63% 


20 


60 


33% 


*Abha an Chaisle 


0 






2 






1 






CORCA DHUIBHNE B: 


221 


269 


82% 


186 


236 


79% 


175 


227 


77% 


Baile an Fheirtearaigh 


96 


118 


81% 


84 


107 


78% 


76 


94 


81% 


An Fheothanach 


88 


105 


84% 


68 


82 


83% 


53 


75 


77% 


Smeirbhic 


37 


46 


80% 


34 


47 


72% 


41 


58 


71% 


CORCA DHUIBHNE C: 


86 


120 


72% 


76 


lie 


64% 


92 


144 


64% 


Dun Chaoin 


3 


5 




9 


16 




16 


25 


64% 


Cill Mhic an Domhnaigh 


16 


21 


76% 


10 


19 


53% 


11 


22 


50% 


Ceann Tra 


46 


64 


72% 


39 


58 


67% 


42 


65 


65% 


Na Gleannta 


21 


30 


70% 


18 


26 


6^% 


23 


32 


72% 


CORCA DHUIBHt^IE D: 


24 


229 


10% 


37 


253 


15% 


42 


2G3 


16% 


An Daingean: Clochar 


15 


147 


10% 


21 


177 


12% 


29 


183 


16% 


An Daingean: Braithre 


9 


82 


11% 


16 


76 


21% 


13 


80 


16% 


CORCA DHUIBHNE E: 


81 


125 


65% 


76 


IH 


64% 


54 


108 


50% 


Cluain Churtha 


34 


54 


63% 


35 


60 


58% 


30 


7< 


40% 


Caislean na Mine Airde 


47 


71 


66% 


41 


59 


69% 


24 


34 


71% 


*An Bhreac-chluain 


4 






4 






4 






Gaeltacht subtotal 


436 


824 


53% 


421 


799 


53% 


382 


8C6 


47% 


♦Galltacht grants 


4 






6 






5 






TOTAL PRIMARY 


440 






427 






387 









P0ST-PRI?4ARY LEVEL EARLIER 1970s LATER 1970s FJ>>RLY 1980s 



CORCA DHUIBHNE A: 




















MS Leith TriiJigh 


9 


104 


9% 


28 


79 


35% 


28 


86 


33% 


CORCA DHUIBHNE 0: 




















An Daingean 


278 


405 


69% 


297 


309 


74% 


329 


443 


74% 


- Ceardscoi 1 


57 


81 


70% 


45 


64 


70% 


38 


51 


74% 


- MS na mSraithre 


104 


159 


65% 


111 


154 


72% 


131 


184 


71% 


- CL na Toirbhirte 


117 


165 


71% 


141 


181 


78% 


160 


208 


77% 


TOTAL POSr-PRIMARY 


287 


509 


56% 


325 


478 


68% 


357 


529 


67% 



NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes regarding the Table. 



Corca Dhuibhne A: This area was added to the 
official Gacltacht in 1974, at the beginning of our 
period. While it is contiguous with Corca Dhuibhne 
B, it is effecively isolated from it by Mount Brandon. 
It is served by one Gaeltacht primary school, An 
Clochan, and by one secondary school, Leith Triuigh, 
which serves both boys and girls. School enrolments 
fell somewhat in both schools over our period. Fol- 
lowing the incorporation of the area into the official 
Gaeltacht in 1974, primary grant performance doubled 
rapidly to two thirds at An Clochan but reverted just 
as quickly to a third. Despite a falling school popula- 
tion , it would appear that this can be best explained in 
terms of 'unrequited encouragement' for the new 
Gaeltacht which could not be justified beyond the end 
of the 1970s. (The paucity of grants earned at Abha 
an Chaisle, a non-Gaclincht school to the east, rules 
out the possibility of Irish speakers having moved to 
that school from An Clochan). An even greater 
relative increase in performance occurred at Leith 
Triuigh, where average post-primary grant numbers 
trebled to 28, or from a tenth to a third of the school 
population. However, while this level was main- 



tained into the i980s, the demographic decline at 
primary level would appear to suggest that it cannot 
be sustained much longer from the local caicment 
area. On the other hand, while average enrolment in 
this school fell from 104 to 79 during the 1970s, there 
was a slight recovery to 86 by the early 1980s. 

Corca Dhuibhne B: The three primary schools in this 
subarea accounted for 56% of all Corca Dhuibhne 
primary grants in the first three years of our period, 
falling to about 45% thereafter. Two of the schools, 
Baile An Fheirtearaigh and An Fheothanach, have 
had the highest grant performance of any Kerry school 
throughout our period but whereas grant performance 
remained above 75%, the school populations de- 
clined steadily and substantially. In the third school, 
Smeirbhic, grant numbers remained fairly stable but 
fell from 80% to 70% of a rising school population 
(this rise in population was considerably lower than 
the population decline in the two other local schools). 
In any case, students in this strongest Kerry Gaeltacht 
area, are obliged to go elsewhere for second level 
education, presumably to more anglicised areas. 
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Corca Dhuibhne C: This Gacltacht area lies to the 
west of Corca Duibhne D. Three of the four local 
primary schools have had consistently tiny pupil 
numbers, averaging well under 33 throughout our 
period. Dun Chaoin, isolated in the far west of the 
peninsula, was saved from closure amid national 
controversy just prior to our period; but although its 
population quintupled to 25 p.a. by the early 1980s, 
the numbers up to that point were so low that it would 
not be advisable to summarise trends in grant per- 
formance. At Cill Mhic An Domhnaigh grant per- 
formance fell from three quarters to a half over the 
period but here again the numbers are too small to 
speak in terms of trends. School populations and 
grant performance were stable at Ceann Tra and at 
Na Cleannta (ca. 70%). The area has no second level 
school. 

Corca Dhuibhne D: Primary grant performance in 
the town of An Daingcan improved somewhat over 
the period, but only from ca. 10% to 15% in each of 
the two primary schools involved (grants doubled in 
Clochar Na Toirbhirte where the school population 
grew substantial?/, whereas in Na Braithre, both 
school numbers and grant numbers were stable). 
Three of ilic four Corca Dhuibhne post-primar>' schools 
where grants were earned during our period are in An 
Daingean. One of these four, the vocational school, 
closed in 1984, just as our period ended. Prior to its 
closure, grant performance had been fairly stable at 
70-74% but the school population had been falling. 
(Itjs closure means that all post-primary Corca Dhuibhne 
grant earners now attend secondary schools). Grant 
numbers and performance rose in the boys' school 
over our period from 104 to 131 (66% to 71%); while 
in the girls' school, the increase was from 1 17 to 160 



(71% to 77%). It remains to be seen if these schools 
will absorb the 38 or so grants p.a. that were being 
earned in the vocational school prior to its closure. 
While the three post-primary schools in An Daingean 
constantly accounted for over 90% of all grants earned 
in second level schools on the peninsula, the two 
primary schools in the town only accounted for about 
10% of primary grants by the early 1980s, despite 
doubling their share of these grants over our period. 

Corca Dhuibhne E: East of An Daingcan, grant 
numbers were fairly stableat Cluain Churtha but fell 
from 63% to 40% of the rising school population. At 
Caislean Na Mine Airde, grant performance re- 
mained stable at just over two thirds but the school 
population was halved. Finally, a few grants were 
earned each year at An Bhreac-chluain, which is a 
non-Gaeltacht school. 

Ufbh Rdthach: Grant performance declined through- 
out Ihis Gacltacht, especially in those schools where 
it had been highest at the beginning of our period. By 
contrast with Corca Dhuibhne, only one of the thir- 
teen local Gacltacht primar)' schools in the mid- 1960s 
has not closed or had another school amalgamated 
with it, leaving just four primary schools within the 
Gacltacht area. (Three of the ten schools which 
closed just prior toourperiod were amalgamated with 
Galltacht schools). Total annual enrolment in local 
Gacltacht primary schools remained stable over the 
period (238-260) but grant performance fell from a 
half to less than a quarter. However, this average 
figure is about 30% in Lothar and An Chilh'n Liath, 
the two easterly schools near Loch Corran, but just 
above 10% in An Gleann and Baile an Sceilg, west of 
Ballinskelligs Bay. 



TABLE 3.29: 3UKI-1ARY GRAOT SITUATION IN UTSH RAtHACH SCHOOLS, SHWI>JG 

(a) AVKRAGR GRAiW r>aJ>BH:RS, (b) AVERAGE SCHOOL POPULATIONS, A^^D 
(c) AX'ERAGE GRANT PERFOR/<\^ICE FOR EACH SUB-PERIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRirW/ LE'vEL 


EARLIER 


1970s 


LATER 1970s 


EARLY 1980s 


LOCATION 


d 


b 


c 


a 


b 


c 


a 


b c 


Lothar 


33 


44 


75% 


12 


33 


36% 


9 


26 35% 


An Chillin Liath 


70 


99 


71% 


34 


102 


34% 


30 


110 27% 


An Gieann 


12 


42 


28% 


5 


34 


15% 


4 


31 13% 


Ba: an Scei Ig 


14 


74 


19% 


9 


81 


11% 


11 


85 13% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 


129 


260 


50% 


60 


248 


24% 


55 


252 22% 


♦Galltacht a rants 


4 






3 






0 




TOrAL PRIMARY 


133 






63 






55 





POST- PRIMARY LEVET. 



FJ\RLIER 1970s LATER 1970s 



EARLY 1980s 



♦cahhair Saidhbhin 

- *Cearjscoil 

- *MS na mBraithre 

- *MS Koin Bosco 

An Coirean 



19 188 10% 

22 145 15% 

24 202 12% 

40 89 45% 



13 161 8% 

14 138 10% 
22 221 10% 
27 99 27% 



3 147 5% 

9 125 7% 

19 230 8% 

30 107 221 



*:v;;a;, P0.9i-PRI.MA.RV 



105 624 17% 76 620 12% 72 669 11% 



lOT-:: See Soction 3.2.1 for explanatory no'.es regarding the Table. 
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Again, in total contrast with Corca Dhuibhnc, none of 
the four local post-primary schools attended by grant 
earners are within the official Gaeltacht. Two voca- 
tional and two sbcondary schools are involved. Three 
of the four schools are in Cahirciveen (Cathair 
Saidhbhm) and grant numbers and performance are in 
rapid decline in them all. In the boys' secondary 
school, average grant numbers fell from 22 to 9 (1 5% 
to 7%) between the early 1970s and the early 1980s; 
in the girls' sccondar>' school it fell from 24 to 19 
(12% to 8%); while in the vocational school it fell 
from 19 to 8 (\07o to 5%). 

Together then, grant numbers in the three Cahirciveen 
schools were almost halved, from 65 p.a. in the carl/ 
1970s to 35 in the early 1980s, by which lime they 
constituted less than 10% of students in each of these 
schools. Cahirciveen lies closer to the *weaker' than 
to the 'stronger' primary schools. The final school is 
the vocational school at An Coirean, which is some- 
what closer physically to the Gaeltacht than Cahirciveen 
is» and, moreover, is situated in a central position 
between the two 'stronger' primpjy schools. Here, 
the early 1980s grants figure of 36 p.a. (equal to the 
combined Cahirciveen figure) was almost as high as 
it had been in the early 1970s, having fallen heavily in 
the late 1970s. However, grant performance, which 
rose dramatically from the late 1970s onwards, was 
sicadily halved, from 45% in the early 1970s to 21% 
in the early 1980s, 

Summary of the Grant Situation in Kerry 

At primary level, the only area where grant perform- 
ance remained at three quarters or above was in the 



neighbouring schools at Baile an Fhcinearaigh and 
Baile na nCall in the extreme northwest of Corca 
Dhuibhne, around Smeirbhic harbour. As in the 
island heartland of the Gal way Gaeltacht, this heart- 
land area of the Kerry Gaeltacht was subject to a 
falling primary school population. Elsewhere in 
Corca Dhuibhne, with the important exception of 
Dingle town (An Daingean) and of the northeastern 
part of the peninsula which only became a Gaeltacht 
area in 1974, grant performance was generally fairly 
stable at about two thirds. 

The fact that post-primary students from all over the 
Corca Dhuibhne Gaeltacht (and possibly further afield) 
were forced to travel to An Daingean to further their 
education is probably refiected in the contrast be- 
tween grant performance at primary level (16%) and 
at post-primary level (about three quarters) in the 
schools of that town. 

By contrast with Corca Dhuibhne, grant performance 
on the Uibh Rathach peninsula was in headlong 
decline in all primary and post-primary schools. Here, 
by the early 1980s, only one primary school was 
scoring even one third whereas iwo schools had been 
above 70% less than a decade earlier. Although there 
was no post-primar)- school within the Gaeltacht area 
of Ufbh Rathach, grant numbers in the local Galltacht 
post-primary schools usually exceeded those earned 
in the Gaeltacht primary schools: but as these post- 
priniary grants were spread between four different 
schools., the highest profile of grant qualifiers in any 
one of them was only a fifth of the host school popu- 
lation (up to the mid 1970s it had been a halQ. 
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MAP 3.21: PRIMARY cCHOOLS IN CORK 




TA.QLE 3.30: SUMMARY GRfilTV SITUATIOM IN CORK SCHOOLS, SHOrnNG 

(a) AVERAGE GRAWr N^UMBliRS, (o) AVERAGE SCHOOL PL»PULAT[OriS, A.ND 
(c) .VvERAGE GRAOT PERFOR^!A^^CE FOR EACH SUB-PKRIOD, 1973/4 - 1983/4 



PRIMARY LEVEL 


EARLIER 


1970s 


LATER 1970s | 


EARLY 1980s 


LOCATION 


a 


b 


c 


Q 


b 


c 1 


Q 


b 


c 


Barr Dulnse 


16 


28 


57% 


15 


27 


55% 


9 


28 


32% 


CQil Aodha 


23 


33 


70% 


26 


39 


67% 


29 


39 


74% 


Baile Bhuirne 


32 


130 


25% 


24 


176 


14% 


22 


200 


11% 


Re na nDoiri 


15 


31 


48% 


10 


42 


24% 


14 


52 


27% 


CQil an Bhuacaigh 


19 


24 


79% 


14 


20 


70% 


5 


10 


50% 


Baile Ui Bhuaigh 


44 


106 


41% 


29 


102 


29% 


22 


85 


26% 


Gar ran Ui Chearnaigh 


5 


125 


4% 


3 


121 


2% 


0 


113 


0% 


Beal ^tha an Ghaorthaidh 


60 


144 


42% 


51 


136 


37% 


37 


141 


26% 


Cleire 


16 


21 


76% 


17 


23 


74% 


13 


20 


65% 


Gaeltacht subtotcil 


230 


642 


36% 


189 


686 


28% 


149 


688 


22% 


♦Galltacht grants 


4 






1 






0 






TOTAL PRIf-lARY 


234 






190 






149 








POST-PRir^Y LEVEL 


EARLIER 


1970s 


rATER 1970s 


E/vRLY 


1980s 


Baile Bhuirne: 




















- Colai.ste losagain 


27 


226 


12% 


62 


254 


24% 


66 


247 


27% 


- Ceardscoil 


66 


113 


53% 


62 


118 


52% 


44 


124 


35% 


CS Beal Atha An Ghaorthaidh 40 


^0 


57% 


52 


82 


63% 


47 


87 


54% 


Gaeltacht subtotal 


133 


¥ ) 


32% 


176 


454 


39% 


157 


458 


34% 


♦Maigh Chromtha 




















- *Ceardscoil 








2 






2 






~ *C1 na Trocaire 


a 




(3%) 


9 




(3%) 


7 




(2%) 


- *VS De La Salle 


0 






3 




(1%) 


0 






TOTAL POST-PRIMARY 


142 






190 






166 







NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 for explanatory notes treaan'ing the Tabl<^. 



3.2.6 County Analysis: Cork 
Primary Grants 

Grants were paid in respect of pupils in fifteen Cork 
primary schools during our period, one of which is a 
new school incorporating three of the others. At least 
three of the other eleven are non-Gaeltacht schools. 
School populations were fairly stable in the west 
(Barr Dumse and Cilil Aodha) and south (Bcal Atha 
an Ghaorthaidh and the island school Cleire); they 
rose in the centre (Baile Bhuirne and Re na nDoirO 
and they fell in the cast (Cuil an Bhuacaigh, Baile Uf 
Bhuaigh and Gairan Ui Chearnaigh). There was a 
serious decline in both grant numbers and perform- 
ance in every school except Cuil Aodha, although the 
smallness of some schools must be taken into account. 
By the early 1980s, between a quarter and a third of 
pupils were earning the grant in all Cork Gaeltacht 
primar>' schools except Cleire (65%) and Cuil Aodha 
(74%), but both of these are small schools. 

Post-Primary Grants 

Average post-primary grant numbers were higher in 
the early 1980s than in the early 1970s (166 to 143) 
although they had been even higher still in the second 
half of the 1970s (189). The mixed-sex secondary 
school and the vocational school at Baile Bhuirne 
regularly accounted for two thirds of the grants; the 
vocational school in Bcal Atha An Ghaorthaidh for 
28%, and the remaining 6% or so (rarely more than a 
dozen students p.a.) were divided among a vocational 
school and two single-scx secondary schools to the 
east of the Gaeltacht at Macroom. Grant earners 
rarely exceeded 3% of total enrolment in any of the 
Macroom schools. 



In Beal Atha an Ghaorthaidh (which changed from 
secondary to vocational status in 1976) grant numbers 
rose rapidly to almost 60 p.a. in the mid 1 970s but fell 
back to 47 p.a. during the early 1980s, accounting for 
almost two thirds of enrolment in the second half of 
the I970s,butforjustover50% in the early 1980s. At 
Baile Bhuirne, grant numbers and performance more 
than doubled between the early 1970s and the early 
1980s in the secondary school (from 27 to 66, or from 
12% to 27%) but in the vocational school they de- 
clined (from 66 to 44, or from 58% to 35%). Thus in 
the Cork Gaeltacht there is only one school where half 
of the students now qualify for the grant; another 
where a third qualify (but which is becoming more 
anglicised); and a third where just over a quarter of 
the students has become the norm for grant qualifica- 
tion. Moreover, the greatest physical concentration 
of grant earners is in schools where their representa- 
tion among the student population is least. 

Summary of the Grant Situation in Cork 

Primary grant performance declined from a third to a 
fifth o\ er Jur period. The decline was substantial in 
ten of Ihc eleven primary schools, the exception being 
Cuil Aodha, where grant performance had risen slightly 
to 74% by the early 1980s. With the exception of 
Cleire off the south coast which had declined io two 
thirds, grant performance in the rest of Cork primary 
schools had declined to one third or less by the 1980s. 
The overall situation at post-primary level remained 
fairly stable at one lliird but ihc distribution of grant 
earners between the three Gaeltacht schools involved 
chani^ed. 



TABLE 3,3i: SUM'vVRY GRAIsT PERFOPJ^\:iCE: Vu WArHRFORD SCHOOLS, SHa-n\'3 



(a) GRiL^^: frJMBERS, (b) 



WER'NGE soJOOL popui^i. r!0\s, /^^:>:d 

1983/ 







ER ^RMAi;CJ 


; FOR 


tL^CfJ S'J3-PERIO0, 


1973/4 - 


PRlf-lWRy LEVEL 


! e;\Rlier 1970s 


LA' 


^ER 19703 


FARLY 19805 


LOCATION 


1 a 


b C 




b 


a 


b c 


An Rinn 

3aile Mhac hirt 
Scoil na Leanbh 


■Si 
25 
1 


108 47% 
48 52% 
182 - 


61 
24 
1 


105 53% 
54 44% 
181 - 


64 
29 
2 


104 61% 
60 48% 
iSl i% 


TOTAL PRI{1.ARy 


11 




86 




95 






POST-PRIMARY LE^/EL 


EARLIER i970s 


LA" 


"ER 197ns 


dARLY 1980s 


VS nioclas, An Rinn 
*3 Dun Garbhan schools 


22 
2 


40 55% 


A) 
6 


49 84% 


42 
6 


47 89% 


TOrAL POST- PRIMARY 


24 




47 




48 





NOTE: See Section 3.2.1 f )r explanatory notes re<3arding the Table. 



3.2.7 County Analysis: Waterford 
Primary Grants: 

Grants were paid in respect of pupils attending four 
Waterford primary schools during our period. One of 
these schools is a non-Gaeltacht school where only 
two grants were earned throughout our eleven year 
period. Another, Scoil na Leanbh (An Rinn), is a 
special Irish-medium boarding school where only 
eighteen grants were earned throughout our period 
out of an annual enrolment of 1 80 pupils (the grant 
earners were presumably local day-pupils entitled to 
apply for the grant). The other 98% of Waterford 
grants were shared in thxi ratio of 2:1 between the 
schools of An Rinn and Baile Mhac Airt respec- 
tively. Although grant performance appears to be 
improving in Waterford, there have been some rather 
sharp annual fluctuations which could be consistent 
with improving competence in Irish with length of 
time spent at school. 

Post-Primary Grants 

Following the incorporation of new areas into the 
Waterford Gaellacht in 1974, average post-primary 
grant numbers rose rapidly from less than 20 to about 
45, where they stayed throughout our period. It. 
remains to be seen if this is yet another case of 
'official encouragement' which may or may not be 



sustained. The vast bulk of the grants were earned by 
students attending San Nioclas, An Rinn, a small 
mixed-sex secondary school and the only post-pri- 
mary school in this Gacltacht. Here, grant perform- 
ance regularly exceeded 80%. A small number of 
grants were also paid in respect of pupils attending 
three schools in the nearby Galliacht town of Dun 
Garbhan (Dungarvan). These constituted about one 
per cent of students in their respective schools and 
even if they all attended the same school they would 
constitute little more than this. 

Summary of the Grant Situation in 
Waterford 

Grant performance improved substantially at both 
primary and post-primary levels over our period. 
However, whereas almost 90% of students in the sole 
Gaellacht post-primary school were earning grants by 
the e?rly 1980s, grant performance in the best of the 
primary schools had risen to only 61%. 
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3.2.8 County Analysis: Meath 

The Mcath Gacllacht consists of two small non- 
contiguous areas. Rath Cairn and Bailc Ghib, that 
were planted by families from congested western 
Gacltachlaiunderofficial auspices in the 1930s. Each 
area contains one primary school: Rath Cairn (6 
Gramhna) and Baile Ghib (Domhnach Phddraig) but 
there is no Gaeltacht second level school. There were 
no closures or amalgamations of local Gacllacht schools 
during our period. 

r*rimary Grants 

Primary grant numbers fluctuated considerably, from 
a low of 29 in 1978/9 to well over 80 four years later. 
Until 1981/2, grants were fairly evenly divided between 
Rath Cairn and Baile Ghib. From then on however, 
grant numbers almost doubled overnight at Rath 
Cairn and continued to rise to such an extent that grant 
performance was averaging 80% of an increased 
school population by the early 1980s. At Baile Ghib 
on the other hand, grant numbers remained fairly 
constant bui grant performance increased from a 
quarter to a third, due to declining enrolment. The 
Gaeltacht status of two other primary schools is 
unclear - Ci!I Bhride, Baile Atha Troim (Trim) and 
Baile Orai, Ceanannas (Kclls) - but throughout our 
period only thirteen grants were earned in the former 
and no grants at all were earned in the latter. 



Post-Primary Grants. 

Average post-primar>' grant numbers fell from 33 in 
the 1970s to 23 in the early 1980s. Grant earners were 
dispersed among twelve schools in four Galltacht 
towns - An Uaimh, Ceanannas (Kells), Baile Atha 
Troim (Trim) and Athboy - in all of which Irish is 
taught as a subject only. Eight of these schools are 
secondary schools (seven of which cater for oijC sex 
only) and there is no comprehensive-type school in 
the county where streaming might help consolidation. 
Even in An Uaimh, whose share of all Mcath grants 
rose from one fifth to three fifths over the period, the 
students are divided among three single-sex secon- 
dary schools and a mixed vocational school. 

Summary of the Grant Situation in Meath 

Primary grant performance rose substantially over 
our period , but the later 1 970s had witnessed a serious 
decline subsequently reversed. The revival was mainly 
confined to Rath. Cairn where grant performance 
doubled to 80% between the later 1970s and the early 
1980s; by coiitrast, Baile Ghib barely held its own at 
about a third. 

As there was no post-primary school within the Meath 
Gaeltacht, post-primary grants were dispersed among 
twelve local Galltacht schools. This may help to 
explain why post-primary grants fell despite soaring 
numbers of primary grants. 
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APPENDIX TABLE: AiNNUAL GRANT ^JUMBERS 1973/4-1983/4 BY COUNT/ AT^D SCHOOL SECTOR 
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Chapter Four 

Summary and Conclusions 
4.0 Introduction 

This research had two main objectives. The first was 
to examine the value for research and policy purposes 
of data generated by the £10 grant scheme operated by 
Roinn na Gacllachta. Chapters One and Two contain 
a detailed de;>cription of the operation of the scheme 
and bring into focus some important qucsti. ns relat- 
ing to the quality and consistency of the data, the very 
restricted information released about the scheme, and 
the limited range of other data to which they can be 
reliably related. 

The second objective of the study was to compile a 
full statistical digest of the available data pertaining 
to the scheme over the years 1973/4 to 1983/4 and to 
assemble a comparable set of statistics relating to 
school pupil populations over the same years. This 
digest is presented in Appendix A. Using this com- 
bined data-base, the integration of which was some- 
times a problem, a detailed cartographic and statisti- 
cal analysis was undertaken of the patterns and trends 
revealed by the data, at Gaeltacht, county and local 
levels. This part of the study, contained in Chapter 
Three, presents a generalised picture of home bilin- 
gualism in the Gaeltiicht during the period covered. It 
has to be stressed, however, that the picture is general 
and tentative. Because of the limited scope of the 
data, no firm conclusions can be drawn from the 
analysis- 

In this chapter the main findings of the foregoing 
research are briefly reviewed. The first part of the 
chapter serves as a convenient summary and at the 
same timeprovides a suiuible introduction to the final 
two sections which offer some suggestions for further 
research and some straightforward and inexpensive 
proposals which could greatly enhance the vahie of 
the data for research and policy purposes. 

4.1 Data Constraints 

The scheme was originally inlroducai by An Roinn 
Oideachais in 1933/4 in order to provide a direct eco- 
nomic incentive to families in Gaeltacht areas to 
mainUiin Irish as the language of the home. The 
scheme allowed an annual grant of £2 to be paid to 
Gaeltacht parents or guardians in respect of each of 
their children aged 6- 14 years, once An Roinn Oide- 
achais was satisfied that the child's fluency in Irish 
was consistent with the standard to be expected from 
children whose home language was Irish. In 1956/7, 
responsibility for the grant scheme passed to the 
newly-constituted Roinn na Gaeltachta, although 
applicants continued to be assessed by inspectors of 
An Roinn Oideachais until the mid 197()s. From 
1964/5 the value of the grant was increased to £1 0 and 



the scheme was extended to include those over six- 
teen years of age who were in fuUtime education or on 
a fulltime training course. 

A detailed discussion of the present operation of the 
scheme can be found in Chapter One. Only the more 
significant features that have implications for re- 
search will be alluded to here. It is particularly 
important to note that for an assessment of a child to 
be undertaken, a parent must take the initiative and 
make formal application. Allowing for the fact that 
some children are excluded from the scheme because 
of age and other reasons, it would appear from the 
analysis in this Report that, unless the rates of unsuc- 
cessful applications are very high, no applications are 
lodged on behalf of possibly more than 50% of 
Gaeltacht children who would otherwise be eligible. 
Due to a total lack of information on non-applicants, 
it remains an open question as to whether these chil- 
dren live in homes or areas thatare already effectively 
anglicised. 

Upon application, the normal procedure is for the 
local Roinn na Gaeltachta Stiurth6ir to visit each 
school attended by grant applicants sometime during 
the school year in order to interview the child. Grants 
may be refused ouUight but those refused the grant 
may appeal for reassessment and children refused the 
grant one year may qualify the following year. Roinn 
na Gacllachia slates that there is no annual lin.it set on 
the number or percentage of grants and that each ap- 
plication is dealt with on its merits without regard to 
budgetary considerations. 

Since 1953/4, information on the annual number and 
distribution of grant qualifiers has not been published 
regularly. It can be obtained from Roinn na Gael- 
titchta but it must be emphasised that the data, as 
released, merely show the number of grant qualifiers 
in each school containing one or more successful 
applicants set against the total population of that 
school. 

The value of this data for research purposes can be 
discussed under two headings: first, general issues 
relating to the procedures used in assessing appli- 
cants, and second, difficulties posed for analysis by 
the nature and limited range of the available data. 

4.1.1 Assessing fluency in Irish 

Tlie assessment for the grant is designed to identify 
children with natural fiuency in spoken Irish con- 
comitant with coming from a home where Irish is the 
language normally used. As a criterion, ^natural fiu- 
ency' is a very difficult concept to operationalisc and 
the assessment will clearly depend to a large extent on 
qualitative judgments by the assessor rather than a 
quantitative checklist of criteria. Therefore, we do 
not know the extent to which different Stiurthoiri 
would agree in their assessments of a given applicant. 
For long-term analysis, these difficulties arc com- 



pounded by the transfer of Departmental responsibil- 
ity for assessing applicants in 1975/6. 

Furthermore, successive censuses and surveys report 
continued improvement in ability to speak Irishuhe 
longer and more intensive the exposure to it in school. 
It thus becomes increasingly difficuU to distinguish 
the effects of the school from the effects of the home. 
In this regard it is especially important to note that 
using six years as the minimum age for assessment is 
less than ideal for the identification of home-gener- 
ated bilingualism, since most children will have had 
considerable exposure to Irish in school by that age. 

4*L2 Limited scope of available data 

As has been stated, the only data made publicly 
available is the annual number of successful appli- 
cants in a particular school. No information is pro- 
vided concerning age, gender, school grade, resi- 
dence, or any other characteristics of applicants (or of 
potential valid applicants) and tlieir families. It can- 
not be established, for example, how many families 
(as opposed to pupils) attend each school, or the 
extent to which siblings attend different schools. Nor 
do we know how many families receive grants in 
respect of one child while another is refused or is not 
entered for assessment. It is also regrettable that we 
cannot determine differential grant performance by 
boys and girls. We also do not know how many of 
those refused the grant were deemed worthy of it after 
reassessment or in a subsequent year. Nor do we 
know how many of the pupils in each school who did 
not receive grants in any given year were actually 
refused the grant and how many of them were simply 
not considered, either because they were too young or 
because, for some other reason, no application forms 
for assessment were lodged. 

Therefore, only two statistics are available for analy- 
sis: the total number successful grant applicants in 
a given school; and these as a percentage of a// pupils 
in that school. 

4.L3 Difficulties with school enrolment 
data and catchment areas 

Integrating the data pertaining to the grant scheme 
witli school enrolment figures was not always a straight- 
forward task. As grant assessment docs not normally 
begin until November and continues throughout the 
school year, there is clearly a problem in basing grant 
performance on pre-November school populations 
collected on various dates for the primary and post- 
primary sectors. In addition, school closures and 
amalgamations tend to confuse the picture in somx 
areas. 

Finally, it has to be noted that sch(X)l catchment areas 
do not always coincide with Gaeltacht boundaries and 
that grimt applications are not c(/.ifincd .o pupils 
either residing or attend ing schools within Ihc of ficial 
Gaeltacht. This can have a significant impact on the 
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analyas of local patterns. First, there is official 
confusion as to the Gaeltacht status of a number of 
schools. Second, some Gaeltacht schools are located 
in areas which have been English-speaking for gen- 
erations while some technically Galltacht schools 
located near the Gaeltacht boundary contain sizable 
numbers of Irish speakers. The fact that the data were 
made available only on a school basis thus adds an 
extra degree of indeterminacy to the analysis of 
patterns in home biUngualism in the marginal and 
smaller Gaeltacht districts. 

Because of the factors noted above, it is difficult to 
know to what extent the grant data in their present 
form allow us to validly measure household use of 
Irish among the pupils of different schools. At best, it 
seems that they permit us to do no more than tenta- 
tively identify broad patterns. Even striking vari- 
ations, whether between schools or from year to year 
within schools, cannot be confidently understood to 
imply real changes in household language behaviour. 

The analysis, therefore, should be read as no more 
than a preliminary attempt to dcliniate the extent of 
the Gaeltacht during the years examined. Notwith- 
standing the qualifications noted above, there is a 
degree of consistency apparent in th'^* overall patterns 
and trends which any discussion of bilingualism in the 
Gaeltacht should take into account. 

4,2 Comparisons with other measures of 
bilingualism 

It may be helpful at this point, before the findings of 
the study are reviewed, to briefiy compare this meas- 
ure of bilingualism with the Census and other sur/ey 
results. As the Census is undertaken only at five year 
intervals, this comparison is based on data from the 
1981 Census, the most recent year for whic h data have 
been published. The published Census figures do not 
allow disaggregation of under six year olds, of pri- 
mary, post-primary or other students, or the level or 
type of post-primaiy school attended. However, a 
combination of published and unpublished CSO data 
allows fairly reliable estimates to be made (see Chap- 
ter Two). 

Using these Census estimates as a base for calculating 
grant perfomn.ancc, we found that the total number of 
grant qualifiers in 1980/1 accounted for 41% of all 
Gacltacht-rcsidcnt fulltimc primary and post-primary 
students aged six and over, regardless of whether they 
attended Gaelt-icht or Galltacht schools. This com- 
pares with a grant performance score of 46% among 
the [>opulation Gaeltacht schools estimated to be at 
least six years of age on January 1" 1981 and with the 
percentages of self- reported grant recipients among 
pupils in second grade (38%) and in sixth grade (48%) 
Gaeltacht primary schools collected in 1982 and 1985 
respectively in a stratified random sample of these 
schools by Harris k Murtagh (1987: Tabic 2). How- 
ever, if differs significantly from tlie 83% of such 
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Gacllacht residents who were claimed in the Census 
to be able lo speak Irish. 

There are two main lines of explanation, either or both 
of which could help to explain these discrepancies. In 
the first instance, it is possible that many more poten- 
tial applicants than is believed do not apply for 
assessment and/or that there is a very high proportion 
of failed applications. We do not, of course, have the 
data to test this hypothesis, but it is unlikely to explain 
a discrepancy of the magnitude involved here. 

Secondly, it should be recalled that the Census merely 
asks if a person can speak Irish whereas the £10 grant 
scheme seeks to assess if this ability is commcnsu; ate 
with coming from a home where Irish is normally 
used. If this is so however, it would appear that large 
proportions of Gaeltacht Heads of Households share a 
tendency with large proportions of their Galltacht 
counterparts to rate school-going children, especially 
second level students, as being able to speak Irish 
simply because they are in daily contact with the 
language at school. Again, however, we do not have 
the relevant data to check this. 

Finally, the grants data may be cdmparcd with the 
findings of the survey conducted by the Committee on 
Irish L inguage Attitudes Research in the early 1970s. 
The report of the Committee does not contain an 
overall measure of household use of Irish , but Table II 
(p407) suggests that about one third of households 
with children reported that Irish was used 'always' or 
'often' by the children when conversing among them- 
selves. This estimate is approximate given iliat we 
cannot control for the age of children and iliat the data 
were collected at the beginning of the present study 
period, when, as we have seen, grant performance 
levels were generally higher than later in the study 
period. Nonetheless, it clearly falls more closely 
within the range of the grants data (estimated at 41% 
at jve) than the Census data. Subject to the reserva- 
tions noted throughout this report, we therefore con- 
clude that the grants data, even in their present unsat- 
isfactory form, are a more discriminating measure of 
home bilingualism than the Census. Likewise they 
are more comprehensive and up-to-date than the 
available survey evidence. 

4.3 Patterns and Trends 1973/4 to 1983/4 
4.3.1 Introduction 

Annual grant numbers ranged from 4350-5000 at 
primary level and from 2350-2800 at second level. 
The Overall distributin i of grants between counties 
was quite stable with three quarters of all grants 
shared betv/ecn Galway (39%) and Donegal (35%) 
and the remainder going to Kerry (12%), Mayo (6%), 
Cork (5%), Waicrford (2%) and Mcalh (1%). The 
pcrcenUige shares of all grants going lo Cork, Waler- 
ford and Meath were identical to their shares of all 
Gacliacht-rcsidcnt primary and post-pri mary students 
aged six and over as estimated from the 198 1 Census 



of Population: Kerry and Donegal each received 3% 
more of the grants than their share of s:uuv,nts; Gal- 
way 7% more; while Mayo, with 18% of students, 
received only 6% of the grants. 

Sharp annual fluctuations, many of a perplexingly 
large magnitude, occun ed in every county during our 
period. Not surprisingly, the more populous counties 
recorded the greatest numerical changes while the 
smaller populations recorded the greatest percentage 
shifts. The sharpness of the annual fluctuations and 
the differences in scale between Gaeltachtaf make 
overall trends based on annual comparisons between 
counties difficult to summarize in a meaningful way. 
In addition, school closun^is, amalgamations and changes 
of status (e.g. from secondary to vocational) influ- 
enced trends within counties. Such variations high- 
lighted the limitations of inter-county comparisons 
and underlined the necessity for more localized analy- 
sis. 

Grant numbers declined seriously in the late 1970s 
but soon reverted to their former level of 72(X)-7500 
p.a. However, this was achieved by a rise in post- 
primary grants whereas primary grants, after a short 
rally, continued lo fall. This was especially serious in 
Cork and Kerry where, by the early 1980s, post-pri- 
mary grants had equalled or surpassed the number of 
primary grants. Grant numbers fell substantially in 
Donegal also. Only in Galway did the primary 
component hold its share of total grants at the early 
1970s level. 

4-3.2 Spatial Variations within Gaeltacht 
Counties 

Regardless of trends in grant numbers, the overall 
trend in grant performance in both primary and post- 
primary Gaeltacht schools w?is one of decline to, or 
stability at, levels far below those one would expect in 
a vibrant Gaeltacht. Taking account of under six year 
olti primary pupils and of a nominal number enrolled 
in Gaeltacht primary and post-primary schools who 
were not entitled to apply for the grant for other 
reasons, we would expect a constant grant perform- 
ance of at least 80% at primary level and at least 95% 
at post-primary level. Apart from a few widely 
separated schools, no sub-area within the Gaeltacht 
reached these levels at any point during our period. 
The only sub-areas where local groups of primary 
schools managed to remain at or above 75% through- 
out our period were the extreme northwest of Done- 
gal, the two Galway island groups of Ceantiu* na 
nOilean and Arainn,and the area around Snieirbhic in 
northwest Kerry; and the only areas where post- 
primary grant performance remained at or above 85%* 
throughout our period were - again - the extreme 
northwest of Donegal, the two mainland schools 
adjacent to Ceantar na nOilean (there is no post- 
primary school on the islands themselves) and Arainn. 
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This general pattern is consistent with the findings of 
previous research conducted by ITE (6 Riagain 1982). 
In thai study, which incorporated the findings of the 
Committee on Irish Language Attitudes Research, it 
was argued that only in the two largest Gaeltacht 
districts of Donegal and Galway were bilingual core 
areas of any significant size to be found. Adjacent to 
these core areas was an intermediate zone of more 
limited biiingualism. Beyond this zone, and moving 
towards the margins of the official Gaeltacht, was a 
more or less completely anglic iscd area. The counties 
with smaller Gaeltacht districts did not appear to have 
a genuine core but contained areas with patterns of 
biiingualism similar to the intermediate or the angli- 
cised types. It was further argued that trends towards 
anglicisation were apparent in the intermediate zones, 
but that trends in the core areas were unclear. 

The present study would suggest, however, that even 
the core areas were becoming unstable in the early 
1980s. The summary maps of the five largest Gael- 
tacht districts provide clear evidence of this. (Maps 
3.1 to 3.8). 

In Donegal, tiic overall picture is of declining levels 
of grant performance. By thecarly 1980s the extreme 
northwest was the only area in Donegal where three 
quarters of primary pupils were still earning the grant; 
and here, in the heartland of the Donegal Gaeltacht, 
average grant performance remained at three quarters 
despite a large rise in the number of grant qualifiers 
during our period. Moving inland, in the Gaeltacht 
primary schools l>etween Doiri Bcaga and Mm na 
ManracI gram performance fell from three quarters 
to two llurds over our period. Elsewhere, except for 
a handful of widely separated schools, it fell to (or 
remained at) one third or less - often considerably 
less. These trends arc mirrored atsecond level, that is, 
general decline except for the extreme northwest. 
This area contains the only post-primary school in 
Donegal where over 80% of the students regularly 
earned the grant: an.! by the early 1980s, no other 
school reached even 40%. While the \veak'\st areas 
continued to be ilic Rosses and the northeast, the 
greatest decline over our period was in southern 
Donegal where primary and post-primary grant 
perrormancc hoih fell from over 40% to just over a 
uuaner during our period. 

In Qwinacht, the u-ends were fairly similar to those in 
Donoiial. At primary level, the only areas where al 
loasl 'ihioc quarters of Gacliaclit school pupils still 
earned the grant by the early 1980s were the two 
Gjlway island groups of Ccanlar na nOilean (79%) 
and Araimi {l^A ) but the primary school populations 
were declining in both of these ^u'cas. To 'he west of 
Ccantar na )ilcan, on the Carna peninsula, grant 
performance fell from over 80% to two tliirds. In the 
e.vlcn.sivc area eastwards from Ccantar na nOilean t-.) 
the outskirts of CJalway city, gnrit nmiihcrs rose hut 
gnint porlVuniance fell by about lO^i - to three quar- 




74 



ters in the westerly part, to a half in the part closer to 
the city. Galway city itself, which is not in the 
Gaeltacht, continued to account for 2% ofaU primary 
grants earned in the county, but these still constituted 
only a tiny percentage of the host school populations. 
In the Gaeltacht area cast of Galway city, grant per- 
formance fell from. 16% to 5%. North of Galway city, 
it continued to hover around one fifth in the Moycul- 
len area and around one third further north in the 
Joyce Country and in adjacent South Mayo. Gram 
performance improved in Mid Mayo (Corran and 
Acaill) but still constituted less than a quarter of 
pupils, even in the best of the schools. Finally in 
North Mayo, grant performance was under a fifth in 
all but two of the seventeen Gaeltacht primary schools. 

At post-primary level, the highcsl scores were again 
in those schools serving the two Galway groups of 
islands of Ceantar na nOilcan and Arainn: these 
continued to score 85% or over although the Arainn 
score had fallen by 11 % over our period. The profile 
of Indreabhan was almost identical to that of Arainn 
but had fallen just below the 85% mark by the early 
1 980s. On Carna, grant performance improved some- 
v/hat, but just to three quarters; ^n Spidcal managed 
to recover to about 60% after a decline during the later 
1970s and the Joyce Country declined from three 
quarters to a half. In South Mayo, grant performance 
improved, but just to a fifth; in Mid Mayo it doubled, 
but just to about one in eight; and in North M::yo, it 
remained stable, bul only at about one in eight on 
Belmullet and at about one half in the area to the 
north. Thus while the situation at post-prim.ary level 
was somewhat belter than at primary level, the overall 
situation in Connacht was of overall decline or of 
growth to fairly low levels of grant performance. 

In Kerry, the only area where primary grants re- 
mained at three quarters or alx>ve was in the neigh- 
bouring schools at Baile an Fheirtcaraigh and Baile na 
nGall in the extreme northwest of Corca Dhuibhne. 
As in the island heartland of the Galway Gaeltxicht, 
this heartland area of the Kerry Gaeltacht was subject 
to a falling primary school population. Elsewhere in 
Corca Dhuibhne, with inc important exception of 
Dingle town (An Daingean) and of the northeastern 
part of thr peninsula which only became a Gaeltacht 
area in 1974, grant performance was generally fairly 
stable at about two thirds. The fact that post-primary 
students from all over the Corca Dhuibhne Gaeltacht 
(and possibly further afield) travel to An Daingean to 
further their cuucation is probably refiected in the 
contrast between the grant performance at primary 
level (I6%0 and at post-primmy level (about three 
quarters) in the schools of that town. By contrast with 
Corca Dhuibhne, grant performance on tlie \Jibh 
Rathach peninsula was in headlong decline in all 
primary and post- primary schools. I lere, by the early 
1980s, only one primary school was scoring even one 
third wliorjas two schools had been above liVA less 
lhan a decade earlier. Although there was no post- 
pniTiary school within the Gaeltacht yrca of Uflih 
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R^thach, the number of grants earned in the local 
Galliacht post-primary schools usually exceeded the 
number of grants earned in the Gaeltaclit prim: 7 
schools: but as these post-primary grants were spread 
between four different schools, the highest profile of 
grant qualifiers in any one of them was only a fifth of 
the host school population (up to the mid 1970s it had 
been a half). 

In Cork, primary grant performance declined from a 
third to a fifth over our period. This decline was 
substantial in al 1 but one of the eleven pri mary schools, 
Cuil Aodha, where grant performance had risen slightly 
to 74% by the early 1980s. With the exception of 
Clcireoff the soulh coast, which had declined to two 
thirds, grant performance in the rest of Cork primary 
schools had declined to one third or less by the 1 980s. 
The overall situation at post-pnmary level remained 
fairly stable at one third but the distribution of grant 
earners between the three Gaeltacht schools involved 
changed. 

In Waterford, grant performance improved substan- 
tially at both primary and post-primary levels over our 
period. However, whereas almost 90% of students in 
the sole Gaeltacht post-primary school were earning 
grants by the early 1980s, grant performance in the 
best of the primary schools had risen to only 61%. 

Finally, in Mcath, there was also a substantial rise in 
primary grant performance over our period, but the 
J later 1970s had witnessed a serious decline subse- 
quently reversed. The revival was mainly confined to 
Rath Cairn where grant performance doubled to 80% 
between the later 1970s and the early 1980s; by 
contrast, Bailc Ghib barely held its own at about a 
third. As there was no post-primary school within the 
Meaih Gaeltachs post-primary grants were dispersed 
among twelve local Galltacht schools. This may help 
to explain why post- primary' grants fell despite soar- 
ing numbers of primary grants. 

4.4 Suggestions for Further Research 

The most obvious areas requiring further research 
relate to the operation of the grant scheme itself. As 
has been observed frequently in the discussion, the 
extent to which the assessment procedures accurately 
measure home bilingualism is somewhat unclear and 
the consistr^ncy of the data across areas and over time 
is thcrefoie open 10 question. The possibilities for a 
more standardised system of assessment might use- 
fully be explored. The additional major problem 
relating to the restricted range of ancillary data col- 
lected and/or released about the scheme will be dis- 
cussed in more delnil in the next section of this 
chapter. 

The variations over time and over geographic space, 
presented in Chapter Three, suggest numerous ques- 
tions which would merit further study. This reporl is 
an up-dalcd version of an earlier unpublished report 
covering the five years to 1978. Little has changed in 



the meantime except that the Gaeltacht has contacted 
still further. The numberofGaeliacht primary schools 
with 75% or more grant qualifiers fell from 50 to 27 
and the number of non-Gacltacht primary schools 
containing successful grant applicants fell from 38 to 
17. Indeed, by the 1980s, there were only three sub- 
areas left in the Gaeltacht where 75% or more of the 
local primary school population still earned the grant; 
and in two of these, the Gal way islands and northwest 
Corca Dhuibhne in Kerry, grant numbers were falling 
in line with, or somev,'hat faster than, the local school 
population. In the third, the exUeme northwest of 
Donegal, grant numbers kept pace with a rising local 
school population. While all three areas arc remotely 
situated on the edge of the Atlantic, the Donegal 
Gaeltacht heartland differed from the other two in at 
least two important respects: an accessible indusU'ial 
estate and a local community school. There arc fewer 
local employment opportunities in the other two areas 
and, except for vocational students on the largest of 
the Arainn islands, students seeking post-primary 
education are obliged to travel, often !o more Angli- 
cised areas. Therefore, a comparative study of the 
importi^ce of local employment opportunities und 
educational provision for maintaining an Irish-speak- 
ing environment suggests itself as a topic worth 
further investigation. 

It has been noted on a number of occasions in iliis 
reporl that there appears to be a case for consol idaling 
grant qualifiers from a particular area into a single 
school or stream. This applies most clearly in Noiilieast 
Donegal, Uibh Rathach, and Meath, where the com- 
plete absence of local Gaeltacht second level schools 
results in the dispersal of Gaeitacht post-primary 
students among a variety of Galltacht schools; and 
large numbers of g /ant earners continue to constitute 
tiny minorities in a variety of Galway city shoots. But 
it is not self-evident that the consolidation of such 
grant earners into a single school or sU'cam would 
work - or even if it did, that it would be a desirable 
objective A pajlicularly interesting phenomenon is 
the Falcarrach area in the easterly part of Northwest 
Donegal where grant performance has remained at a 
stable 30-40% or so despite soaring numbers of non- 
Gaeltacht and/or non-Irish-speaking students attend- 
ing the local Gaeltacht primary and post-primar> 
schools. Given our lack of data on school catchment 
areas, a study of Falcarrach could shew how a border- 
line Gaeltacht school can mainUun a stable and sub- 
sixmtial minority of grant earners, coupled with an oj)- 
porlunily to test whether this can be achieved wiiliout 
ghclloizing' the Irish -speakers. 

Another aspect of Uic ^consolidation* issue relates to 
school closures and amalgamations. While the great 
bulk of Gaeltiichl primary school closures and amal- 
gamations took place in tlie half do/en years or so 
prior 10 our period (when there were 27 closures in 
Donegal alone), a further 28 GaelLricht primary schools 
cl()S5.*(Iduringourpcriodwhik only seven new schools 
were opened. Since we do not know what proportion 
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of pupils from closed schools moved to the school 
with which ihcir old school amalgamated it is not 
always clear from the data at our disposal how these 
closures and amalgamations affected grant perform- 
ance. The most recent example of largescalc amalga- 
mation occurred in 1982, with the amalgamation of 
three local Gaeltacht primary schools into a single 
school at B6al Atha An Ghaorthaidh in Cork. While 
grant performance had been falling steadily up to that 
point, it would be valuable to examine the subsequent 
fortunes of the language in the new school and in the 
area generally. 

Finally, although there are few examples available, it 
is necessary to examine some examples of improved 
grant performance. There are three main categories. 
First, schools which improved from a fairly high base 
to /ffor-Ghaeltacht' status; second, schools which 
improved substantially from a fairly low base for no 
apparent reason; and third, schools which improved 
subsiantially following their incorporation into the 
Gaeltachtduring our period. Examples of schools and 
areas which would allow one or more of these phe- 
nomena to be studied would be a comparison between 
Rath Cairn and Baile Ghib in Mcaih, the primary and 
post-primary schools at An Rinn in Waterford, and 
Clochan in Kerry. Besides the obvious research 
advantage of their being relatively small and self- 
contained, each of these areas improved its grant 
performance despite being surrounded by officially 
anglicised areas, which makes them all the more 
interesting and relevant to the basic aim of extending 
the use of Irish in non-Gaeltacht areas. 

The above suggestions focus on what can be learnt 
from positive-neutral rather than negative sociolin- 
guistic situations regarding the current and forseeable 
prospects for Irish as a used language. They also 
involve every Gaeltacht county to some extent. 
Obviously, there are many more topics, phenomena, 
schools and areas that could and should be studicti - 
for example, areas where grant performance was 
strong at the beginning of our period but subsequently 
fell holow 75% at primary level and/or 85% at post- 
primary level. Such research would need to be geared 
towards identifying fruitful areas for active policy 
intervention. 

4.5 The Provision of Public Data 

A main aim of this report was to assess the usefulness 
of data on the £10 Grant Scheme for clarifying the 
extent to which Irish is the main language used in 
Gaeltacht homes. As we have seen however, these 
data, in their present form, merely allow us to plot a 
tentative descriptive profile of patterns and trends and 
provide little or no explanation as to how and why 
these trends occurred. 

We have already noted some of thcst dala deficion- 
cics. Thus for example, tlie present rcpr.rt wis (mllgcd 
to base grant performance scores on to*a) scluKii 
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populations due to lack of data relating to the age/ 
grade/gender composition of actual and potential 
legitimate grant applicants. More importantly, given 
that the £10 Grant Scheme is specifically aimed at 
assessing family usage, it was not possible to collate 
£10 gram data into family scores or to correlate them 
with data on other types of grants. In addition, there 
were technical difficulties in relating the data to 
Gaeltacht boundaries and to Census data. 

The effective monitoring of any policy requires a 
constant flow of relevant, reliable, regularly updated 
data - that is to say, background information and 
siaiisLics, both current and archival. In many areas of 
Slate policy, data are regularly published in the form 
of analytical trend reports, often with commentaries. 
In the case of the £10 Grant Scheme, it would be 
desirable to prepare such a survey at least every five 
years or so, preferably to coincide with the Census of 
Population. 

In this regard, two recent official reports on public 
statistics give cause for concern. The first, by the 
National Statistics Board (CSO, 1988), ignores cul- 
tural matters in laying down official priority re- 
sponses to demands for official statistics. The second, 
an EC-commissioned study on altemativeapproaches 
to the collection of public statistics, concludes that 
language is not a suitable topic for inclusion in cen- 
suses designed to be integrated with data registers 
kept for other administrative purposes (Redfem, 1987: 
para. 3.32). Consequently, although legislation is 
being drafted to allow the release of CSO computer 
tapes for research purposes and while the retention of 
the language question in the Census of Population 
seems assured (CSO, personal communication), the 
prospects seem poor for elaborating the role of the 
Census question on Irish. Therefore, if Gaeltacht 
trends are to be monitored and analysed adequately, 
there is an urgent need for Roinn na Gaeltachta and 
other public bodies to maximise the utility and mutual 
compatibility of the data sets already being collected. 

The following suggestions are made in the belief that 
they would greatly improve the quality of information 
necessary for an effective monitoring of the £10 Grant 
Scheme and - particularly if integrated with data on 
other schemes - for an effective assessment of Gael- 
tacht policy in general. They would require only 
modest administrative changes and some investment 
in computerisation. 

It is important that data snould be analysable in terms 
of individual students and family units, both within 
schools and across schools. A single application form 
for each family could achieve lliis. The family form 
would detail all of their children by age, gender, and 
scnool(s) currently attended (if any), idonti fyi ng those 
who were applying frv the £10 grant and stating 
whether or not other Roinn na Gaeltachta grants had 
Ix^en npplicd lor by the family. 1 laving vetted these 
applications, they could then be checked against 



91 



school roll-books to ascertain the numbers entitled to 
apply for the grant who did and did not do so and the 
numbers who were not entitled to apply for the grant. 
Following assessments throughout the school year, an 
annual summary could be published for the Gaeltacht 
as a whole and for each of the seven Gacltachtai 
separately; for each Gaeltacht school; and for each 
Galltacht school containing even one pupil or student 
entitled to apply for the grant, giving the following 
information. 

1. The number of Pupils/Students by gender and 
school grade: 

• who were entitled to apply for the £10 grant that 
school year 

• who validly applied for assessment that school 
year 

• who were not assessed (for bureaucratic reasons) 
that school year 

• who were assessed that school year and suc- 
ceeded/failed at that assessment 

• who (having failed at that assessment) applied for 
reassessment 

• who were not reassessed (for bureaucratic rea- 
sons) that school year 

• who were reassessed that school year and suc- 
* ceededlfailed at that session. 

2. The nimber of families - distinguishing in each 
case between those with one relevant child and 
more than one relevant child - and preferably 
broken down by District Electoral Division or 
Townland of residence: 

• where one or more children were entitled to apply 
for the grant 

• where all/somc/none of the children in the family 
entitled to apply did so 

• where all/some/none of the valid applicants quali- 
fied for the grant that school year (a) without any 
reassessment and (b) only after reassessment 

• where warning notices were sent in the case of 
borderline cases 

• where house visits were made to clarify borderline 
cases. 

Appendix Tables I and 2, at the end of this chapter, 
give some idea of how this might be presented, using 
the school as the unit of analysis. 

Of course, the £10 Grant Scheme is only one of many 
Roinn na Gaeltachla schemes for the cultural, social 
and economic improvemen'i of the Gaeltacht. There- 
fore, the utility of the £10 grant data would be greatly 
enhanced if data concerning these other schemes 
were to be integrated with it. Moreover, given that 
other public bodies have policies with direct or indi- 
rect impliauions for Irish in the Gaelliicht, tlie achieve- 
ment of compatibility between these various data sets 
would provide a very valuable empirical basis on 
which to monitor and assess the effectiveness^' of 
Gaeltacht policy as a whole. 



The present report found many instances where data, 
held by different public bodies with relevance to a 
given topic could not be fully integrated. Thus for 
example, there were considerable divergences be- 
tween lists of Gaeltacht schools supplied - not only as 
between Roinn na Gaeltachta and An Roinn Oide- 
achais, but also as between I ists from the same source 
supplied on different occasions. These divergences 
applied not only to the Gaeltacht status of particular 
schools but also to names, addresses and locations of 
schools - and even to their spelling. Likewise, the 
Ordnance Survey has yet to cooperate with Roinn na 
Gaeltachta to produce up to date detailed maps of 
Gaeltacht areas, identifying currently open schools 
and current Gaeltacht boundaries; and the problem of 
disaggregating Census of Population data into cate- 
gories compatible with grants and school population 
data still remains. 

Therefore, it is suggested that Roinn na Gaeltachta 
should consult with other public bodies such as An 
Roinn Oideachais, Udards na Gaeltachta, the CSO, 
the Ordnance Survey and An Coimisiun Logainmncacha 
to ensure that their data banks are mutually compat- 
ible, accessible, and conducive to a comprehensive 
analysis of policies for Irish in the Gaeltacht and 
throughout the state generally. 
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APPEIIDIX TO CHAPTER FOUR: SUGGESrED FORTOT OF DATA TO BE PROVIDED ANNUALLY BY ROINN NA GAELTACHTA 

(See NOTES below TABLE 2) 



TABLE 1: SCHOOL POPULATIONS MJD £10 GRA^JT APPLICATiaJS CLASSIFIED BY GRADE AND GENDER^ 



saiajT. r:At<K: address: 

SCHOOL ROLL Mo: SCHOOL LOCATION: Gaeltacht ( ); Non-Gael tacht ( ) 

SCHOOL TifPE: Primary ( ); Secondary ( ); Vocational ( ); Community ( ); Comprehensive ( ) 
GEiNDER SERVED: Boys only ( ); Girls only ( ); BoyG and Girls ( ) 





ORDIIJARY CLA.SSES IN ORDII^ARY SO-iOOLS 


SEC 'DRY 
TOPS 


EDUCAT. 


\^f?AMD 
TQIAL 


GP/DE 


I^JFA^JTS 


1 


2 


3 


4 ' 


5 ! 6 


!J0. Of PUPILS GFJ^JDER 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M r 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


a. ^lot entitled to apply 

b. -riecause ot age 

c. -because of residence 

d. -for other reason 

e. Entitled to apply 








































































I 


























f. TOT/^I. POPULATION 






















Q. Applied for F-iO ^rant 

h. Assessed 

Qualified for grant 
Failed to qualify 
















































































K. Sought reassessment 






















1. Did rsot seek " 
m. Qualified after " 








































n. TOT.^ QUALIFIERS 






1 

















i wres ?2rcATNi^}G i^d table I: 

Rov/G (a - j) deal with ' Lst round' applications, ignoring rea.ssessment applications fro.Ti failed 
candidate':, w'h(^ther from tlie current year or 'carcied over' from the previous year. 

RO'.' a = Rows (b+c+d). Row f = Rows (a+e). Row h = Rows (ifj). Row j = Rov/s Roa' n Ra^'s (in-m). 



TAB:.E 2: SCHOOL POPUXATTONS ArJD £10 GRA^7^ APPLICATia^S CLA.SSIFIED BY FAMILIES. 



SOiOOL NA!^: ADDRESS: 

SCHOOL ROLL No: ' SCHOOL LOCATION: Gaeltacht ( ^- Non-Gaeltacht ( ) 

SCHCXDL TYPE: Primary ( ) ; Secondary ( ); Vocational ( ); Community ( ); Comprehensive ( ) 
GE;:dER SFR^/ED: soys only ( ); Girls only ( ); Boys and Girls ( ) 





r>}Ur«lBERS INVOLVED 


ONE-CHILD 
FAMI LIES 


2+ CHU.DREN 


FAMILIES 


CHILDREN 


FaTiilles with or.e or more children at the school 








Families with chiid(ren) entitled to apply 
-ail of rfnom did so 
-some of whom did so 
-none of w^crr? did so 


























FaT=ilies where AI>L who were assessed qualified 
-Without any child being reassessed 
-after one or irore were reassessed 




















r ami I tos where SOW. who were assessed qualified 
-Without any child being reassessed 
-aft^-r one >r more were reassessed 




















Families where TJON'E v/ho were assessed qualified 
-v/i^ho-Jt any child bemj reassessed 
-after one or irore were reassessed 




















ra'^!;lies sent a 'warning note' with the grant{s) 








FaT; K'.>s vi.'^.iteii 'for further clarification' 









Nc rr^s : 

1. 'ioth tables to be completer for every G^^eltacht school, f^ven if no pupil in the school applies for 
the e.lO jrant or is successful in his/her application. Data on any Gailtacht school containing one or 
[tore pupils entit led to apply for the grant should also be included. 

2 . All da t a shou Id refer strictly to a g i ven school yea r , not t o t he f i nanc i a 1 yea r . 

3. Fa- led c and idi from the p-revious school year who applied for reassessment that school year but 
A'e re no' actually r eas ses se<J until the cu r r or j t sc hoo 1 year s ho i 1 d b 3 i g r. o r ed . 
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Appendix A 



Basic data for each school, detailing 
(a) school names, locations, closures and amalgamations, 

and 

(b) annual grant qualifiers set against annual school populations 
for the period 1973/4 - 1983/4 

The following pages provide the basic data for each school in the same order as they are dealt with in the text. In 
the case of primary schools, data relating to school names, locations, closures and amalgamations are shown on 
the left hand pages, with statistical data relating to grant performance in the same order on the right. Both types 
of data are combined on the same page in the case of the much smaller number of post-primary schools. 

On the left hand pages, names of primary schools still open at the end of our period are in the leftmost column, 
preceded by their official roll numbers; closed Gaeltacht schools are in the rightmost column, followed by their 
roll numbers. The roll numbers are omitted on the statistics pages, where each school name is shown in caphm^, 
followed by the annual number of grant qualifiers attending that school set against (in heavy type) the annual 
school population for each year of our period. 

Pos* -primary schools are identified by type, as follows: 

CL (Clochar) = Convent school. 

CS or GS(Ceardscoil/Gairmscoil) = Technical/Vocational school. 

MS (Mcanscoil) = Secondary school. 

PS (Pobalscoil) = Community school. 

SC (Scoil Cuimsitheach) = Comprehensive school. 

All Gaeltacht schools are shown, including those which opened or closed during our period, even if no grants were 
earned there. Data on non-Gaeltacht schools are shown for each year that even one pupil earned the grant. An 
asterisk (*) before the name of a school indicates that it lies outside the Gaeltacht while a question mark means that 
its Gaeltacht status differs as between two lists of Gaeltacht schools provided by Roinn na Gaeltachla in 1 980 (RG 1 ) 
and 1986 (RG2). In such cases, the status ascribed to it on each list is indicated. 

In order to demonstrate the full extent of school consolidation in Gaeltacht areas, all known school closures and 
amalgamations involving Gaeltacht schools from the mid-1960s to the end of our period are shown, with those 
which closed during our period underlined . Closed schools are integrated geographically with surviving schools 
and all known amalgamations are indicated by means of a plus-mark (+) for the first closed school to be 
amalgamated and by amJX^rsands (&) if there is more than one closed school involved. The date following a hash 
mark (#) refers to the date of closure and/or amalgamation. 

The nomenclature has been standardised in consultation with Oifig na Logainmncacha. Fully standardised 
versions are shown on the left hand pages. The need for brevity occasionally necessitates the use of abbreviated 
forms of school names on the right hand pages but as the schools are arranged in the same sequence, there is no 
problem relating them to the standard forms. 



80 



9D 



Donegal Primary Schools arranged by Location 



Roll No. 


School 


Address 


Closed/Amalgamated & Comments 


Northeast 










16242 


Dumhaigh Bhig 


An Bailc Lair 


(No grants throughoul period) 


16814 


Glcann Bhairr 


Lcilir Ccanainn 






18120 


Caiscal 


Cionn Droma 


+ Bailc Mhichcail 


16??? # 30. 6.72 








& An Bailc Lair 


1703? # 1.7.72 


19228 


Cionn na Lcargai 


Na Dunaibh 


+ Doirc C has din 


15239 # 30. 6.69 






& Muirbhcach 


16604 # 1.7.69 


10252 


?*Can'aig i'.frt 


Carra-g Airt 


Not on RGl;Gacli-RG 




18766 


?*An Mhaoil Rua 


Duibhlcann Riach 


Gacli.'RGl; Gallt-RGx. 










+ Gorl na Brad 


15706 #21. 2.68 


14194 


An Tcamiann 


Lcilir Ccanainn 






18151 


*Muirc 


Bailc na nGalloglach 






17036 


*Cill Mhic Rcanain 


Lcilir Ccanainn 






17924 


*Sc. na nAingcal Naofa 


Lcilir Ccanainn 


Opened 1.9.81 




15208 


An Sraih Mor 


Min an Labain 






16763 


G las an 


An Craoslach 






18371 


*Muirc 


An Craoslach 










An Caiscal Mor 


Cill Darach 


17534 # . .76 


16903 


*An Fholhair 


Port na Blaichc 






18710 


*Sc. na Croisc Naofa 


Diin Fionnachaidli 






14704 


*Maigh Rua 


Dun Fionnachaidli 







Northwest A 

05164 Toraigh 



17704 
16819 



Bailc Chonaill 
Gorl an Choircc 



Gorl an Choircc 
Gorl an Choircc 
An Fal Carrach 
Gorl an Choircc 



Inis Bo Finnc 
+ Mm Doirc 



15003 #30. 8.81 
16??? # 28. 2.70 



Northwest U 

03294 

16671 

17130 

17822 

17503 



Caiscal na gCorr 
Cnoc Na Naomh 
Machairc Ui Robharlaigh 
Mm an Chladaigh 
An Luinncach 



Gorl an Clioircc 
Gorl an Choircc 
Gorl an Choircc 
Gorl an Choircc 
Doin' Bcaga 



+ Cnoc Fola 
+ Bun an Inbhir 



16994 # 1.7.6? 
167?? # 1.1.6? 



Northwest C 

14502 Doin' Bcaga 

18219 Machairc Chlochair 

17018 Dobhar 



18007 
16829 
16142 



Rinn na Fcirsic 
Lo<:h an luir 
Mm na Manrach 



Doin' Bcaga 
Bun Bcag 
Gaolli Dobhair 
Gaolli Dobhair 
Lcilir Ccanainn 
Alh na gCaoirc 
An Clochan Liaih 



+ An Tor 

& Diin Luichc 

+ Ard Grcine 



1662? # 1.7.68 
16423 # 4.9.78 

1662? #14.7.67 



Northwest I) 

19343 Anagairc 



19553 



18286 

04809 
18844 
15955 
16384 



An Clochan Lialh 



Na hAcrai 

An Ccidcadh 
Bcal na Cruilc 
Arainn Mb or 1 
Arainn Mhor 2 



Lcilir Ccanainn 



An Clochan Lialh 
^^hich already incl. 

All an Chorrain 

All an Chorrain 
Cionn Caslach 
Lcilir Ccanainn 
Lcilir Ccanainn 



+ Mullach Dubh 
& Mm na Lcicc 
& Scoil Dubhlhaiuh 
+ An Clochan Liath 
Mm Na Croisc 
& Mm an Toilcain 
+ An Mhm Mhor 
& Mm Beannaid 



14?65 # 30. 6.70 
17538 # 1.7.70 
15818 # 6.1.75 
15961 # 1.9.79 
10761 #16.12.67 
14826 # 13.5.69 
16??? # 1.7.72 
16668 # 1.7.75 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

O 82 i* 

ERIC -'96 



SCHOOL Yf 1 1973/'4ll974/' 51 1975/ '6| 1976/ '7| 1977/ '8| 1978/'9|1979/80| 1980/' 1 . 1 1982/' 3 1 1983/ '4} 



NORTHEAST DONEGAL 



0UHHAI6H 6HI6 1 


0 


. . i 


0 


..1 


0 




0 ..1 


0 


..1 


0 


-.1 


0 


-.1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


6LEANN BHAIRR I 


14 


341 


15 


33 1 


16 


341 


20 361 


15 


351 


13 


31| 


13 


311 


9 


28 1 


6 


221 


4 


181 


0 


22 1 


CAISEAL 1 


73 


inl 


69 


loel 


92 


1251 


84 1151 


84 


121| 


82 


134| 


88 


1261 


89 


ll8i 


77 


1161 


61 


113| 


57 


122| 


CIONN NA LEARGAi 1 


40 


134| 


50 


1361 


53 


139l 


51 144| 


40 


I50l 


42 


142| 


47 


1581 


42 


1521 


54 


1471 


55 


153| 


50 


1551 


? CARRAIG AIRT 1 


7 


133| 


14 


138| 


10 


1351 


16 147l 


13 


1341 


8 


1281 


6 


133| 


3 


1371 


0 


1361 


0 


140l 


0 


1411 


? AN MHAOIL RUA 1 


26 


971 


27 


104| 


26 


102 


33 109| 


34 


1091 


27 


1D6l 


20 


102] 


31 


1071 


27 


101 1 


26 


1031 


20 


120l 


AN TEARMANN 1 


3 


671 


2 


741 


8 


78 


12 88| 


11 


80 1 


9 


81 1 


4 


851 


4 


371 


7 


941 


3 


90| 


3 


811 


*BAILE NA nGALLOGLACH 












1 239l 






























*CILL MHIC REANAIN I 


2 


120| 


2 


137| 


3 


148 


3 149l 


3 


1451 


























*LEITIR CEANAINN I 


























OPENED:! 


1 


231 


1 


..1 


1 


..1 


AN SRATH MOR 1 


9 


20| 


11. 


181 


12 


23 


7 221 


0 


..1 


0 


271 


0 


261 


0 


30| 


0 


251 


0 


-.1 


0 


..I 


GLASAN 1 


1 


28 1 


1 


301 


0 


36 


0 27| 


0 


..1 


0 


-.1 


0 


..1 


0 


30 1 


0 


27| 


0 


22| 


0 


21 1 


*MUIRE, AN CRAOSLACH 


2 


1561 


4 


168| 


4 


179 


7 195| 


4 


1991 


4 


2081 


4 


1941 


5 


182 1 


2 


1781 


5 


163| 


4 


1661 


CILL OARACH I 


3 


30| 


2 


271 


0 


22 


CLOSED 






























*AN FHOTHAIR 1 


8 


441 


7 


431 


4 


35 


4 35| 


4 


361 


3 


321 


3 


36 1 


2 


361 


1 


37 1 


1 


36| 


1 


371 


*DUN FIONNACKAIDH | 


0 


38 1 


3 


451 


2 


52 


? 57i 


2 


591 


7 


77l 


7 


751 


6 


841 


4 


761 


4 


681 


5 


73 1 


*MAI6H RUA 1 


14 


66 1 


15 


63 1 


12 


52 


9 541 


10 


55| 


9 


54 1 


11 


48 1 


11 


461 


8 


52 1 


7 


49| 


9 


451 



SCHOOL 



YEAR |1973/'4| 1974/'5| 1975/ '6l 1976/ ' 7i 1977/'8{ 1978/'9| 1979/801 1980/' 1 1 1981/'2|19 82/ '3| 1983/ '4{ 



NORTHWEST A 

TORAIGH 

INIS BO FINNE 

8AILE CHONAILL 

GORT AN CHOIRCE 



I 41 431 39 451 41 46l 39 45| 41 54| 30 40i 34 40l 28 30| 17 361.10 19l 14 14| 

I 22 271 20 2ll 16 17l 15 17| 13 I3l 7 12| 6 6| 4 7lCLOSE0 

I 88 2181 56 236| 91 254l 88 279| 'rj 286l 54 298l 75 302ll05 301 1 97 305llOO 335l 91 349l 

I 73 91 1 77 921 62 65l 46 50| ^0 53| 41 46| 35 421 32 37l 22 35l 26 33| 22 33 1 



NORTHWEST B 

CAISEAL NA gCORR | 62 79l 65 79l 77 91 1 81 lOOl 72 107| 81 106l 82 104l 82 97l 77 97l 57 87| 74 88( 

CNOC NA NAOMH I 80 1041 76 117l 83 1251 84 138l 72 1351 94 148ll07 I56ll18 I49ll11 143|l02 132| 96 136l 

MACHAIRE ROBH'TAIGHl 36 48 1 36 44l 35 46l 37 44l 37 50| 45 54l 50 bOl 50 70l 52 70| 54 73l 58 73| 

MI'n an CHLADAIGH I 76 102l 89 118l 98 119h03 125ll00 1191 95 113l 88 lOll 89 115| 81 1051 79 103l 79 109l 

AN LUINNEACH il05 14l!l09 I48h26 I62hl7 166ll36 I66ll39 I69|l56 I87il53 197|l61 207ll41 194|l47 199 | 



NORTHWEST C 

DOIRI BEAGA llOO 118l 85 118ll01 130l 109 145ll02 149ll11 158ll30 I68ll38 198ll36 208ll42 21llll5 21ll 

MACHAIRE CHLOCHAIR Il25 I55ll30 170|146 1621156 197ll49 195|164 200il53 176ln6 179|l40 188ll25 193|110 179l 

DUN LUICHE I 26 30l 24 29l 14 25l 11 

OOBHAR I 37 51 1 40 52l 47 49] 4? 

RINN NA FEIRSTE I 49 73| 58 78l 64 80l 70 

LOCH AN lUIR I 28 54| 26 60l 29 60l 29 

MIN NA MANRACH Ll7 22[ 17 22| 18 26| 14 



24l 8 19lCL0SED: see next entry 

55l 32 551 54 80| 64 86l 61 87l 57 83l 49 

89| 77 1041 76 I0e| 90 97| 81 98| 80 101 1 75 

56l 13 52| 3 49l 37 58| 35 54l 34 61 1 28 

26| 8 27| 6 27| 10 3Q| 10 17| 12 17| 10 



771 38 

93 1 75 

52 1 28 

18l 12 



821 
99 1 
49 1 
17l 



NORTHWEST D 



SCOIL OUBHTHAIGH 


0 ... 1 CLOSED: see next 


entry 






















ANAGAIRE 


110 217|106 220l 96 224l 


84 


2241 


68 2251 


72 


2131 


68 2041 67 2051 


62 1971 


49 


1831 


54 187| 


AN CLOCHAN LIATH 


17 2661 19 263l 19 274| 


17 


2831 


7 284iCL0SED: 


see 


next entry 












SC LARNACH C. LIATH 








1 


11 


2921 




3061 10 3281 


17 3251 


15 3401 


23 


3251 


MIN BEANNAID 


2 16| 0 15|CL0SED: 


see 


next 


entry 




















NA hACRAI 


0 82| 0 90| 2 1161 


1 


1211 


0 '..1 


0 


140' 


r 


1321 0 1421 


0 1421 


0 


1421 


0 


1421 


AN CEIDEADH 


0 ..1 0 ..1 0 ..1 


0 


..1 


0 ..1 


0 


76 


0 


76l 0 79l 


0 84! 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


BEAL NA CRUITE 


0 36| 0 4l| 1 49l 


1 


591 


0 ..1 


1 


621 


0 


66l 0 69l 


2 751 


0 


781 


0 


761 


ARAINN MHOR (1) 


32 87| 27 81 1 37 85l 


35 


851 


12 82l 


22 


79l 


32 


80l 24 83l 


25 82 1 


20 


30 1 


26 


701 


ARAINN MHOR (2) 


38 481 38 55l 35 55l 


31 


56l 31 63 1 


35 


591 


32 


62l 34 64l 29 64| 


26 


68| 


26 


..I 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

O Q7 83 

ERIC 



Donegal Primary Schools (Continued) 



IVUll l^%Jm 




A H H rpcc 


Clos€cl/Ainalgainated & Comments 


Central 




An Clochdn 


Leitir Brie 


17077 # . . 75 


1 IDDJ 


An Tarthhi^a 


An r^lri^Vinn 
A\ll V^lt^y^llall 


+ An Bhrocaigh 


16??? # 4.12.67 




OallC lid riiiiic 


L^^llCdl 


+ AnCionn Garbh 
&B6al an AthaMoir 
& Glcann L6ithm 


13954 # 3.9.68 
06105 # 18. 3.70 
10166 # 11.9.74 


16837 


An Dilchoraidh 


Lx^ifcar 






15847 




Lcitir Mhic an Bhaird 


+ Traigh Eidhncach 


16030 #31.12.76 


1 fi?^)^ 

i UOZj 


*)^\Atn an OViJiKVinnn 

i IVIIII <ul llulJllalUI 


T i*itir an Rhnird 


Not on RGl ; Gaelt-RG2 (No grants) 


1 I JOO 


Roil/* III f^Vii iiro oain 


An i IrvpVinn 






1 /Jlrr 




An f^lrw^hfln 






171 99 

III £.£. 




01r»jmnta 

l^d vJl\JdJlllLd 










Mil lil^»annfji 

Ji^d VJlCdllllLd 


^ralh Ph^icil 

Oldlll ^llal^ll 


18649 # 75 


15467 


*Conaill Naofa 


Na Glcannta 






1 8071 


V^lUUlldl lid llV^Udllw 


Ma Olfannta 






17716 


*r5roim nfl r^rni<vf» 


Cill Riadhain 


+ Dub inn 


16??? # 19.7.69 




''t'An f?r\icin 
l rVIl IVLildlll 


An r^lnrnan T iatVi 


Gadt-RGl;Gallt-RG2 
+ An Chniach 


14876 # 13.7.67 


16963 


♦Dalian Forgaill 


Port Nua 






17035 


*Mmlc na Dc 


Ard an Ratha 






16869 


?*An Bhreacaigh 


Ard an Raiha 


Gaclt-RGl;GalU-RG2 








+ Lcac Chonaill 
& Mm an Bhcalaigh 


14890 # 5.7.69 
15229 # 1.7.73 


^OUJft 










19685 


ManiTih Chartha 


Cill Chartha igh 


Opened in 1979 








incorporating 


Doire Leathan 
& Cill Charthaiph 


15641 # 17.9.79 
16395 # 17-9.79 






wViifVi alrraflv inf^ 


Cogais 


161?? # 2.9.71 


18611 


An Chairaig 


An Charraig 


+Teileann 


15241 # 1.7.68 


18295 


Mm an Oighrc 


An Charraig 


+ Leargain na Saortha 


14888 # 12.11.72 


18652 


An Caiscal 


Glcann ChoUncille 


+ Loch Dhoire Thoirc 


121 18 # 14.7.67 



& Malainn Mhoir 15991 # 23. 4.68 

& Malainn Bhip 14119# 7.1.76 



98 



ERIC 



SCHOOL YEAR 1 1973/Ul 1974/ ' Si 1975/' 611976/ '7 1 1977/ '8 11978/' 9h979/80| 1980/M 1 1981/ '2 1 1982/ '3 1 19^^ 



CENTRAL DONEGAL 



1 C t T TD DD TP 1 
Lc 1 1 IK DKIL I 


7 


21 1 


5 


20l 


CLOSED 






























TAOdHuG I 


6 


51 


5 


571 


16 


61 1 


20 


591 


11 


581 


8 


51 1 


8 51 1 


7 


50 1 


10 521 


5 


51 i 


5 


591 


PI frAklkl 1 C T TU i H 1 

bLCANN Lt 1 1 H IN I 


15 


16 


CLOSED: 


see 


next 


entry 


























QATI ^ (J A C T klUC 1 

dAILc NA rlNNt | 


40 


51 1 


47 


64 


48 


65 1 


51 


681 


39 


65 1 


41 


_, _ 1 
70 1 


39 69 1 


44 


63 1 


48 60 1 


43 


65 1 


41 


361 


AM ni'iPUf^D A T nu 1 
AN UULHUKAIUH | 


18 


45 


15 


48 


15 


51 1 


14 


46 1 


7 


42 1 


5 


37l 


6 40| 


6 


36 1 


5 33 1 


0 


30 1 


0 


26l 


TRA16H EIDHNEACH 1 


7 


15! 


8 


13 


6 


12l 


0 


12l 


CLOSED: 


see 


next 


entry 
















LEITIR MHICA BHAIRDI 


7 


41 


4 


42 


4 


41| 


4 


49 1 


0 




1 


75| 


1 81 1 


2 


79 1 


3 80l 


7 


821 


7 


B5| 


! MIN AN GHAdHANN | 


0 




0 




0 




0 




0 




0 


.••1 


0 , J 


0 


..1 


0 ,A 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


BAILE UI CHIARAGAINI 


0 




0 




0 




0 




0 




0 


?8l 


0 32| 


0 


36 1 


0 36| 


2 


36 1 


0 


361 


AN COIMIN 1 


26 


36 


26 


38 


36 


49 1 


33 


46| 


38 


53 1 


39 


55 1 


46 59 1 


49 


65 1 


50 67 1 


40 


601 


35 


581 


AN tEADAN ANFACH | 


30 


49 


26 


51 


2Z 


56 1 


30 


47 1 


26 


46 1 


24 


52 1 


31 53 1 


37 


51 1 


34 52 1 


34 


sal 


24 


531 


C D A T U PU A T C T 1 1 


14 


17 


14 


17 


CLOSED 






























*CONALL, NA GLEANNTA 










6 


1021 


1 


lOOl 


2 


87| 


2 


84| 


1 81 1 
















*CL. TROC. " 1 










2 


92 1 


1 


961 


1 


100 1 


1 


99 1 


3 105| 


1 


121 1 


1 12ll 










"DROIM NA CROISE 1 


2 


51 


2 


44 


4 


41 1 


3 


36| 


1 


3ll 


1 


311 


1 28 1 
















O All orv T C I Kl 1 

: AN KOI SIN I 


3 


37 






3 


45 1 






























"DAL LAN FORGAILL 1 


2 


68 






































"nlNIt NA Uc 1 


10 


39 


5 


40 


15 


37l 


14 


36 1 


7 


41 1 


8 


411 


7 39l 


10 


41 1 


13 34l 


10 


321 


8 


31| 


: AN bHKtALAlbn ] 


8 


75 


16 


69 


15 


76 1 


14 


76 1 


9 


75| 


9 


70| 


9 72 1 


5 


71 1 


5 80| 


5 


721 


5 


781 


SOU In DONEGAL 










































DO I RE LEATHAN | 


17 


36 


20 


42 


23 


471 


20 


47 1 


22 


45l 


6 


40lCL0SED: 


see 


next entry 










CILL CHARTHAIGH | 


60 


139 


57 


133 


52 


135| 


54 


1*2 1 


53 


1481 


29 136|CL0SED: 


see 


next entry 










NAOMH CHARTHA | 






















OPENED:! 


28 1831 


44 1791 


53 180| 


29 178 1 


22 


18ll 


AN CHARRAI6 | 


48 


122 


44 


126 


48 


122| 


43 


1391 


27 


1551 


27 163| 


30 166| 


32 170| 


53 1661 


52 163 1 


49 1661 


MIN AN OIGHRE | 


52 


62 


34 


40 


33 


37l 


31 


361 


22 


36! 


8 


341 


16 33 1 


25 


341 


25 37l 


25 


441 


22 


471 


MALAINN 6HI& 1 


1 


20 


1 


18 


0 


16l 


CLOSED: 


see 


next entry 


















AN CAISEAL | 


38 


106 


31 


108 


44 


109| 


37 124| 


30 


132| 


32 1371 40 153i 43 155| 47 154| 


31 


154| 


17 


1651 



o 

ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



99 



85 



Galway Primary Schools arranged by Location 



Roll No. 


School 


Address 


Arainn 






17289 


Inis Oirr 


Inis OirT 


12339 


Inis Mcairi 


Inis Mcain 


12342 


Eoghanacht 


Arainn 


17541 


Scoil an Chcailirair Alainn 


Arainn 


17456 


Cill Ronain 


Arainn 



Clo$<;d/Amalgamated & Comments 



4- Cill fennc 



12340 # 1.7.70 



Carna 












17660 


?*Sci)il Naomh Trcasa 


An Caiscal 


Not on RGl;Gaclt-RG2 






18263 


Mai ros 


Carna 


+ Glinscc 


18613 #30. 6.70 


14421 


An Aird Thiar 


Cam a 








18121 


Carna 


Carna 








10591 


An Aird Mhor 


Carna 








17574 


Cill Chiarain 


Carna 


4- Loch Conaorlha 


17795 # 


1.7.70 


17770 


Mafnis 


Carna 








Ros Muc 


- An C heath ru Rua 










11373 


Ros Muc 


An Turlach Bcag 








17463 


An Got I Mor 


Ros Muc 








11290 


Camas 


Casla 








13951 


Lciiir Mucu 


Caiscal 








11261 


An Tuairfn 


An Chcaihru Rua 








17895 


Scoil Mhic Dhara 


An Chcaihiii Rua 


+ Scoil Mhic Dhara (C) 


17896 # 


1.7.73 


17897 


Scoil Mhic Dhara:Naionain 


An Chcaihru Rua 








Ceantar na nOUedn 










13416 


Lciiir Mcallain 


Lciiir Mcallain 








15518 


An Cnoc 


Lciiir Mcallain 












Bcal an Daingin 


Inis Trcabhair 


15449 #31. 1.80 


17689 


Tir an Fliia 


Lciiir Moir 








14724 


An Tra Bhain (= 19050?) 


Lcitir Moir 








13528 


An Droini 


Lciiir Moir 








13699 


Lciiir Moir 


Lciiir Moir 








13952 


Lcitir Calaidh 


Lciiir Moir 








Ros an Mhil - Beanta 










12946 


Na Oolriu 


Bailc na hAbhann 


+ Gleann Mhac Muirinn 


18314 # 


26. 8.69 


18514 


An Tulaigh 


Baile na hAbhann 


+ Indrcabhan 


17959 # 


1. 7.70 


12706 


Sailcama 


Indrcabhan (An Cnoc) 


+ Sailcama 


12707 # 


1. 7.72 


17556 


Clochar Mhuirc 


An Sp ideal 


+ Botli Loiscthc 


1749? # 


1. 7.68 


17455 


Scoil Mhichil Naofa 


An Spidcal 








17668 


Na Forbacha 


Bcama 








01865 


Scoil Shcamais (= 19803?) 


Beam a 








13914 


?*Ralhun 


Bcama (An Bhuailc Bhcag) Not on RGl; Gaclt-RG2 




Moycullen Area 










13856 


* Pa ire na Scolchc 


Gaillinih 








13415 


Na Tuairmf 


Maigh Cuilinn 








19529 


Maigh Cuilinn 


Maigh Cuilinn 


Opened in 1978 










incorporating 


Leamhchoill 


18136 # 


4. 9.78 








& Maich Cuilinn 


15708 # 


4. 9.78 


15331 


An Bailc Nua 


Maigh Cuilinn 


Closed 1978: Reopened 1.9.81 




08446 


Tulaigh Mliic A<Klh;iin 


Maigh Cuilinn 


(No granLs) 






14590 


♦RosCalhail 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



6ALWAY 


SCHOOL YEAR 1 1 973/ ' 4 1 1 974/ ' 5 1 1975 


/'6ll976/'7ll977/'8ll978/'9ll979/80|l980/'l Il981/'2h982/'3ll983/'4l 


ARAINN 














































INIS OIRR 1 


44 


51 1 


39 


541 


40 


561 


43 


54 i 


44 


53 1 


44 


511 


44 


511 


46 


501 


45 


48 1 


44 


561 


42 


491 


INIS MEAIN 1 


46 


541 


49 


521 


48 


531 


40 


451 


35 


38 1 


28 


331 


30 


351 


29 


32 1 


25 


28 1 


24 


281 


21 


29 1 


EOGHANACHT 1 


17 


17| 


16 


191 


14 


231 


16 


221 


18 


24 1 


18 


29 1 


22 


32 1 


27 


361 


25 


39 1 


25 


4ll 


24 


39 1 


A'CHEATHRAIR ALAINNI 


22 


271 


22 


251 


21 


26l 


20 


26l 


21 


29 1 


20 


25 1 


18 


23 1 


19 


27l 


23 


27l 


15 


241 


14 


21 1 


CILL RONAIN ! 


71 


149| 


73 


89 1 


74 


93 1 


74 


901 


73 


93 1 


72 


B5| 


66 


90| 


64 


85 1 


64 


80| 


51 


711 


45 


65 1 


CARNA 














































? N.TREASA, CAISEALI 


0 


, ,1 


1 


34 1 


2 


31 1 


0 


. .1 


0 


. . 1 


0 


..1 


0 


. . 1 


0 


1 


0 


, , 1 


0 


. . 1 


0 


1 


KAIROS 1 


27 


32 1 


30 


31 1 


27 


38 1 


28 


381 


28 


40 1 


33 


42 1 


32 


47 1 


39 


51 1 


47 


49! 


4S 


, . 1 

57 1 


47 


55 1 


AN AIRD THIAR 1 


51 


541 


48 


51 1 


48 


521 


39 


451 


36 


43 1 


33 


43 1 


34 


41 1 


27 


39 1 


34 


381 


36 


42 1 


39 


451 


CARNA 1 


59 


821 


45 


671 


47 


731 


34 


691 


23 


73 1 


19 


731 


18 


751 


23 


741 


30 


861 


32 


90l 


35 


951 


AN AIRD mOR 1 


63 


68| 


57 


59 1 


48 


561 


49 


58l 


45 


60 1 


41 


511 


38 


47| 


29 


50 1 


3< 


471 


38 


441 


31 


43 1 


CILL CHIARAIN ! 


43 


561 


51 


661 


51 


661 


46 


631 


44 


57 1 


52 


63 1 


44 


771 


53 


79 1 


5^ 


82l 


50 


86 1 


52 


86 1 


MAINIS 1 


38 


461 


36 


39| 


34 


381 


33 


35| 


34 


421 


33 


401 


29 


351 


27 


30 1 


24 


28 1 


21 


23 1 


21 


25l 


ROS MUC - AN CHEATHRO RUA 










































ROS MtJC ! 


61 


701 


51 


61 1 


53 


661 


55 


711 


52 


61 1 


54 


61 1 


56 


641 


46 


58l 


47 


571 


50 


59 1 


47 


55 i 


AN GORT MOR 


38 


561 


41 


52 1 


47 


50 1 


46 


581 


47 


56 1 


40 


571 


42 


651 


42 


571 


49 


62! 


46 


621 


47 


60 1 


CAMAS 


38 


441 


37 


*7l 


32 


411 


38 


441 


31 


38 1 


33 


501 


33 


481 


35 


53 1 


43 


&oi 


39 


511 


39 


51 1 


LEITIR MUCU 


35 


371 


35 


401 


35 


41 1 


35 


441 


36 


47 1 


39 


511 


44 


541 


43 


54 1 


50 


631 


57 


68l 


62 


69 1 


AN TUAIRIN 


71 


80 1 


69 


86 1 


68 


85l 


70 


871 


76 


84 1 


67 


72 1 


63 


771 


75 


781 


76 


92 1 


72 


90l 


63 


72 1 


AN CHEATHRU RUA 


136 


1491 


131 


145ll32 


1431 


133 


1531120 


146ll15 


1561132 


175ll77( 


1721 183(1751 195(183 1188(1781 



ditto (NAIONAIN)! 59 91 1 49 87l 38 89l 37 92l 35 1061 32 lOSl 28 lOfel (llOl C113| (112l (112 1 



CEANTAR NA nOILEAN 



LEITIR MEALLAIN 1 


48 


51 i 


45 


551 


46 


551 


44 


561 


46 


55 1 52 


54l 44 52 1 


43 54 1 


40 


531 


38 


47 1 


38 


481 


AN CNOC 1 


29 


341 


28 


33 1 


27 


3ll 


29 


351 


28 


30 1 30 


351 26 29 1 


25 26l 


23 


301 


21 


291 


25 


33 1 


INIS TREADHAIR 1 


7 


81 


7 


7l 


4 


4! 


4 


51 


2 


3l 3 


. . 1 3 . . tCLOSED 1 




1 




1 




1 


TIR AN FHIA 1 


85 


981 


76 


86 1 


67 


771 


50 


691 


52 


65 1 49 


62i 43 S5l 


40 51 1 


41 


59 1 


40 


571 


35 


541 


AN TRA BHAIN 1 


52 


571 


46 


60 1 


49 


591 


47 


621 


41 


55 1 48 


55I 43 47l 


44 47 1 


46 


481 


43 


48 1 


41 


461 


AN DROIM 1 


32 


32 1 


31 


32 1 


26 


35l 


29 


341 


29 


361 36 


39 1 36 401 


43 41 1 


41 


461 


45 


54 1 


38 


53 1 


LEITIR MOIR 1 


76 


92 1 


71 


92 1 


75 


961 


75 


871 


64 


89! 62 


76l 58 70l 


bO 60 1 


41 


561 


40 


56 1 


42 


50 1 


LEITIR CALAIDH 1 


24 


29| 


25 


311 


23 


33| 


27 


3. 1 


28 


36 1 34 


37l 30 361 


33 35l 


33 


36| 


28 


33| 


32 


361 


ROS AN MHIL - BEARNA 






































NA OOIRIU 1 


81 


%1 


84 lOOl 


94 


1121 


83 


I22I10I 


136ll01 


130ll0b 1281102 1251107 


1331108 


I43I1I6 


1401 


AN TULAIGH 1 


69 


80 1 


66 


84 1 


62 


83l 


71 


941 


67 


IOOI 74 


IOOI 78 1081 


90 121 1 


92 


1271 


85 1251 


96 


1251 


SAILEARKA 1 


86 122| 


95 


ml 


98 


1171101 


I40I1O6 155I129 


I68I124 I72I119 I66I115 


I62I134 


176(128 I8OI 


CL. MHUIRE, SPIDEALl 


79 1491 


88 


1631 


90 


160l 


94 1621 


81 


1861 91 


2O3I1O6 1971 


97 205hl1 


2031 


91 


2OOIIII 


1821 


SC. MHICHIL. " 1 


49 


60 1 


59 


761 


61 


771 


59 


77 1 


53 


781 59 


71 1 52 65l 


50 67 1 


65 


83l 


69 


861 


91 


IOOI 


NA FORBACHA, BEARNA 1 


27 


641 


33 


681 


28 


771 


19 


851 


18 


931 20 


1031 9 1141 


13 1161 


19 


1151 


41 


1171 


57 1241 


SC. SHEAfiAIS " 1 


34 1491 


40 1741 


47 1771 


39 2061 


34 202 1 22 


2181 6 2191 


16 222I 


11 


2381 


9 2561 


13 


..1 


*RATHUN. " 1 


2 


31 1 


1 


28 1 


1 


351 


1 


321 




1 1 


411 1 


1 




1 


1 


61 1 




1 


hDYCULLEN AREA 






































*PAIRC NA SCEICHE 1 


1 


66 1 




1 


1 


1221 


2 


1581 




1 ^ 


1851 1 


1 




1 


3 


238 1 




1 


NA TUAIRINI 1 


7 


611 


8 


61 1 


5 


62 1 


2 


631 


5 


561 9 


57l 15 59l 


20 67l 


21 


581 


13 


54 1 


15 


541 


LEAMHCHOILL 1 


23 


471 


20 


451 


16 


39l 


18 


421 


16 


37irjL0SE0: see next 


entry 1 




1 




1 




1 


MAIGH CUILINN 1 


11 


1281 


8 


1441 


9 


1551 


13 1621 


5 166lCL0SED: see next 


entry 1 




1 




1 




1 


LARSCOIL MAIGH CUILINN 


1 




1 




1 




1 




1 17 


210I 9(286l 


4(290l 


12 2321 


0 


2281 


12 


231 1 


AN BARE NUA 1 


15 


651 


28 


621 


20 


601 


21 


721 


25 


75l 22 


..1 34( 1 


39( 1 


51 


761 


51 


791 


59 


88 1 


TULAIGH MHIC AODHAIN 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 0 


..1 0 ..1 


0 ..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


*ROS CATHAIL 1 


5 


87| 


6 


83 1 


2 


90| 


1 


92 1 




1 


1 1 


1 




1 




1 




1 



o 101 
■^S^ BtSl COPY AVAILABLE 



Galway Primary Schools (Continued) 



V Ml No. 


School 


Address 


Closed/Amalgamated & Comments 


G;-. ayCUy 








16937 


♦Scoil Fhursa 


Gaillimh 




19371 


*Scoil lognaid 


Gaillimh 




18634 


*Scoil fdc 


B6thar na Tra, Gaillimh 




18929 


*Sooil fcnnc 


Boihar na Tra, Gaillimh 




19226 


*'AnBailc Ban 


Gaillimh 




19241 


*Colaistc N. Doimnic 


Gaillimh 




17784 


*Scoil Pbadraig 


Gaillimh 




16943 


♦Scoil San Nioclas 


An Cladach. Gaillimh 




04515 


*Clochar na Trocaire 


Newlownsmith, Gaillimh 




19047 


*Scoil Spcisialla 


An Caislcan Nua 




19201 


*Scoil Spcisialla 


An Rinn Mhor 




178^5 


*Cnoc Mhaol Drisc 


Gaillimh 




East Gal way 








17759 


Mionlach 


Mionlach 




17221 


An C aisle an Gciirr 


An Caislcan GcaiT 




12662 


An Cam Mor (= 19828?) 


Oran Mor 




16804 


Bailc Chlair 


Bailc Chlair 


+ BailcChlair 16805 # 1.7.70 


09069 


*An Ban Mor 


Bailc Chlair 




17491 


?*Bailc Griffn 


Cor an Dola 


(No grams) Gacll-RGl; Galli-RG2 


16975 


Scoil Bhndc 


Cor an Dola 


(No grants) 


18163 


Eanach Dhuin 


Cor an Dola 




18289 


*Scoil Shcosaimh 


Beal Alha an Chlair, Gaillimh (Cnoc Mcadha) 


18876 


*B ailc Cuisi'n 


Tuaim 


(Technically in County Mayo) 


Joyce Country 








13439 


*Clochar na Trocaire 


Uachlar Ard 




04786 


*Scoil Chuimm 


Uachlar Ard 




18252 


*Doirc Oirlhir Ghlinnc 


Uachlar Ard 




19357 


Ti'r Na Cillc 


An Mam 


+ Tfrna Cillc 11884# 7.10.75 








& Coin Mhfolcon 12644# 7.10.75 


18581 


Corr na Mona 


Corr Na Mona 


+ An Chcadiru Gharbh 14654 # 5.9.66 


14712 


Scoil Phadraig 


An Fhairchc 


+ AnClochar 16894 # 1.7.73 


12106 


An Chloch Bhrcac 


An Fhairchc 


-f Driscachan 1 6647 # 21 . 4.69 


Amalgamated wiili aGalllacht school: 




Loch Eidhneach 1 6007 # 26. 8.68 


19403 


Srailh Salach 


Opened 1976 


+ DoireBh6Riada 16599 # 6.7.76 


13190 


*Sc. Mhuirc na Trocaire 


An Clochan 




17584 


*Sc. Na mBuachailli 


An Clochan 





. 102 



SCHOOL YEAR 1 1 973/ ' 411974/ ' S 1 1975/ ' 6h 976/ ' 7 1 1977/ '8 11978/ ' 9 1 1 979/80 11960/ ' 1 1 1 981 / ' 2 1 1 982/ ' 3 11983/ ' 4 1 

GALWAY CITY 



*SCOIL FhURSA 1 


14 


254 1 


18 


238 1 


13 


2521 


13 


251 1 


16 


2541 


11 


2481 


8 


2541 


15 


2771 


12 


2801 


15 


3021 


19 


2981 


*SCOIL lOGNAlD 1 


14 


221 1 


12 


2271 


10 


2071 


9 


2071 


12 


2281 


16 


2501 


9 


2741 


7 


2881 


13 


3141 


6 


3071 


8 


3871 


*SC. IDE BR. NA TRAI 


1 


358 1 


1 


3291 


3 


3361 








1 


2 


3771 


1 


360 1 




1 




1 


1 


375 1 


4 


3691 


*SCOIL EINNE ditto 1 


2 


321 ! 


2 


3161 


1 


301 1 


































*AN BAILE BAN 1 


1 


957 1 


3 


9181 


4 


9741 


2 


9751 






























*COLArSTE DOIMNIC 1 


1 


447 1 






1 


4851 


1 


5341 


1 


5981 


1 


5971 


1 


6141 


















*SCOIL PHADRAIG 1 


1 


731 1 


1 


6961 






































*SAN NIOCLAS 1 


3 


190| 


1 


1881 


2 


2001 






1 


2021 


























*cl.troc.newt'smithI 


2 


547 i 


1 


4971 


3 


482 


2 


4941 


2 


5031 


7 


5341 


1 


5241 


















*SC.5P. CAISLEAN NUA 


5 


77 1 


5 


70 1 


6 


701 


5 


681 


4 


651 


2 


631 


2 


621 


















*SC.SP. AN RINN MHOR 












1 
1 








1 




1 
1 




1 


2 


1621 


2 


1361 


2 


. . . 1 






*CNOC MHAOL DRISE 1 












1 








1 


1 


118| 


2 


1281 


3 


1251 


4 


129! 


4 


129| 


3 


131 1 


EAST GALWAY 














































MIONLACH 1 


25 


42 1 


27 


49 1 


10 


551 


7 


61 1 


1 1 


66 1 


7 


67| 


4 


83 1 


0 


n -• 1 

871 


1 


961 


2 


941 


1 


1061 


AN CAISLEAN GEARR 1 


37 


I06l 


22 


113 1 


10 


111 1 


7 


1221 


7 


1251 


3 


1251 


0 


1251 


0 


120l 


3 


1091 


4 


1051 


2 


1141 


AN CARN MOR I 


6 


69 1 


13 


75 1 


21 


_, _ 1 
75l 


15 


87l 


38 


86 1 


32 


931 


27 


93 i 


21 


881 


22 


89l 


20 


91 1 


19 


lOOl 


BAILE CHLAIR | 


4 


128l 


5 


128i 


4 


1351 


2 


I50l 


7 


1571 


3 


17/1 


6 


1891 


2 


201 1 


5 


2161 


4 


2331 


9 


2441 


*AN BAN MOR 1 


2 


861 


3 


86: 


2 


96l 


2 


91 1 






























? BAILE GRIFIN 1 


0 




0 




0 


..1 


0 




0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


COR AN DOLA 1 


0 




0 




0 


..1 


0 




0 


. . 1 


0 


. .1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


97 1 


0 


101 1 


0 


1021 


EANACH DHUIN 1 


0 


48l 


0 


45 


4 


49l 


4 


52 1 


1 


S8l 


2 


57l 


1 


63 1 


3 


79 1 


2 


80i 


5 


91 1 


4 


101 1 


*BEAL ATHA AN CHLAIR 


6 


57 i 


4 


55 


2 


581 






1 


61 j 


2 


571 






















*BAILE CUISIN 1 


1 


42 1 


1 


46 


1 


50 1 








1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 


JOYCE COUNTRY 














































*CL TROC. .UACHTAR ARD 5 


179l 


6 


177 


4 


1761 


3 


1871 


4 


1871 


2 


1771 


4 


200 1 


4 


2051 


6 


1981 


7 


1971 


^ 


178 1 


*SC.CHUIMiN 1 


4 


86 1 


5 


96 


2 


lOOl 






3 


90l 


4 


851 


3 


91 1 




1 


2 


83| 


4 


89l 


6 


89l 


*DOIRE OIR. GHLINNEI 










2 


231 


1 


18i 






























COILL MHIOLCON ' 


1 


111 


0 


9 


CLOSED: 


see 


next 


en 


try 


























TIR NA CILLE 1 


0 




0 




CLOSED: 


see 


next 


en 


try 


























TIR NA CILLE 1 


14 


26 1 


13 


22 


12 


221 


3 


43 1 


7 


44 1 


6 


42 1 


2 


391 


0 


35l 


1 


37l 


0 


35 1 


C 


34 1 


CORR NA MONA 1 


24 


60 1 


26 


56 


• 22 


581 


22 


61 1 


Z1 


63 1 


31 


60 1 


42 


r--i 1 

571 


41 


541 


JS 


63 1 


38 


71 1 


41 


69 1 


PADRAIG, AN FKAIRCHE 


4 


81 1 


2 


84 


2 


861 


5 


80 1 


3 


"/9l 


2 


80l 


4 


77 1 


2 


77l 


5 


751 


4 


_ _ 1 
80 1 


7 


76 1 


AN CHLOCH BHREAC 1 


29 


43 1 


33 


43 


31 


421 


35 


41 1 


3;^ 


411 


31 


401 


23 


39 1 


30 


421 


30 


411 


22 


431 


23 


381 


DOIRE BHO RiADA 1 


9 


37l 


7 


32 


6 


26l CLOSED: 


see 


next 


en 


try 






















SRAITH SALACH 1 










OPENED: 1 


6 


54 1 


3 


511 


6 


501 


5 


sol 


6 


471 


0 


391 


8 


471 


14 


54 1 


*MUIRE, AN CLOCHAN 1 












1 








1 




1 




1 




1 




1 


2 


229l 


1 


2251 


*BUACHAILLI. ditto 1 












1 








1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 


1 


451 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

10 J 
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Mayo Primary Schools Arranged by Location 



Roll No. 


School 


Address 


Closed /Amalgamated & Comments 


BelmulletA 










12373 


An Eachlcim 


Bcal an Mhuirthcad 






14258 


An Chill Mhor 


Deal m Mhuirthcad 


(No granu) 




15014 


An Chorrchloch 


Bcal an Mhuirllicad 






18594 


Achadh an Ghlaism 


Bcal an Mhuirthcad 






Mill 


Bcal an Mhuirthcad 


Real an Mhuirthcad 


+ Bcal An Mhuirthcad 


14851 # 8. 9.69 


17923 


CI. na Tr6cairc (Naionain) 


Bcal an Mhuirthcad 


(No grants) 




BelmuUet B 










11582 


Bcal Dcirg 


Bcal an Atha 


(No grants) 




13882 


Glcann na Muaidhc 


Bcal an Atha 






15032 


Ccathrii Thaidhg 


Bcal an Atha 






12569 


Ros Dumhach 


Bcal an Atha 






16283 


Poll an Tomais 


Bcal an Atha 






12568 


An tinbhcar 


Barr naTra 


(No grants) 




14188 


Barrna Tra 


Bcal an Atha 


(No grants) 




BelmuUet C 










13222 


Glcjinn Chaisil 


Bun na hAbhna 


+ RiSth Muircagain 


15966 #27. 9.68 


13383 


An tSraith 


Bun na hAbhna 






14193 


Dumha Thuama 


Gaoth Sailc 


+ Gaoth Sailc 


17446 # 1.2.72 


19776 


GaothSaile 


Gaolh Sailc 


Opened in 1981 








incorporating 


Cnoe na Lobhar 


16855 # 1.9.81 








& Gaolh Sailc 


12958 # 1.9.81 






which already incl. 


Dumha Locha 


13959 # 15. 1.67 


CorrdnlAcaill 








16113 


To in rc Gaoih 


Cathair n a Mart 






16295 


An Corran 


Gob an Choirc 


+ Bcal Fcarsaidc 


16374 # 30.6.70 


17596 


An Doirin 


Gob an Choirc 


-I- An tEaslcim 


16627# 19.12.68 


14863 


Gob an Choirc 


Cathair na Mart 






16052 


Sailc 


Gob an Choirc 






18754 


Bun an Churraigh 


Bun an Chunraigh 


+ Bun An Churraigh 


16902# 16.12.69 








& Duniha £ige 


17651 # 23.10.70 


16379 


T6in an tScanbhailc 


Dumha Goirt, Acaill 






14866 


Bcal an Bhallain 


Bun an Churraigh 






17524 


Inis Bigil 


Cathair na Mart 


(No grants) 




Loch Mease 


Area 








Amalgamalcd with a Galltacht school: ... 




Do ire An Daimh Dhcirg 


13469 #21.9.69 


15073 


An tSraith 


Clar Chlainnc Mhuiris 






12689 


An Trian Lair 


Clar Chlainnc Mhuiris 


+ Glcann Sail 


12627 # 30. 9.74 


12626 


Coin an iSiain 


Tuar Mhic £adaigh 






16852 


Pa ire an Do ire 


Tuar Mhic £adaigh 


+ Fionnaiihe 


12485 # 30. 6.72 








& Scanadh Farachain 


lZ040 tF 1. /. /Z 


Others 










12350 


*Caislcan na hAillc 


Clar Chlainnc Mhuiris 






13502 


*Bailc an Roba 


Bailc an R(3ba 






19248 


*Scoil Spcisialta 


Caislcan an Bharraigh 







ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

?r --'^ 104 



HAYO 



SCHOOL YEAR h973/'4 1 1974/ '5 1 1975/'6 1 1976/ ' 7 11977/ '6 1 1976/ '9h979/80 1 1980/ ' 1 1 1981/'2 (1982/ ll983/'4 | 

BELHULLET A 

AN EACHLEIM I 37 78| 35 74l 34 83| 28 97| 36 1251 41 120| 42 117| 47 115| 70 113l 66 114| 70 108| 

AN CHILL MHOR I 0 ..| 0 ..I 0 ..I 0 ..| 0 ..I 0 ..| 0 ..I 0 ..| 0 ..I 0 ..| 0 .J 

AN CHORRCHLOCH I 0 49| 0 49| 0 53| 1 '521 6 56l 10 57| 10 55| 9 51 1 5 66l 6 72| 25 70| 

ACHADH AN GHLAISIN I 0 ..| 0 ..I 0 ..I 0 ..|.0 .J 0 60| 0 70| 0 72| 1 73| 2 75| 0 71 I 

BEAL AN MHUIRTHEAD | 2 165| 3 164l 3 160l 4 1541 4 1641 4 179| 6 183| 2 197| 11 1961 2 1921 2 188| 

CL. TROC. " (NAION)I 0 ..| 0 ..| 0 .J 0 . . ^ 0 ..I 0 ..i 0 ..i 0 ..1 0 . .\ 0 ..I 0 ..I 



BELMIiLLET B 



BEAL OEIRG 


1 0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..f 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


■ J 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


GLEANN NA MUAIDHE 


1 0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


■ J 


0 


..1 


0 


461 


2 


481 


2 


441 


2 


451 


1 


471 


0 


451 


CEATHRU THAIDHG 


1 70 


791 


66 


781 


65 


781 


65 


841 


66 


81 1 


59 


771 


63 


81 1 


57 


701 


52 


711 


b7 


83l 


59 


651 


ROS DUMHACH 


1 16 


751 


15 


73 1 


14 


711 


10 


711 


8 


711 


7 


651 


3 


591 


5 


55 1 


6 


591 


5 


60| 


2 


66l 


POLL AN TOMAIS 


1 1 


120| 


2 


ml 


4 


iiol 


2 


1141 


0 


..1 


1 


98| 


1 


971 


2 


84 1 


3 


84 1 


6 


82 1 


4 


78 1 


AN tINBHEAR 


1 0 


■ J 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


.J 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


.J 


0 


.J 


0 


.A 


0 


.J 


0 


..1 


BARR NA TRA 


1 0 


■.| 


0 


..I 


0 


..I 


0 


.1 


0 


..| 


0 


S3| 


0 


50 1 


0 


481 


0 


47| 


0 


48 1 


0 


45 1 



BELMULLET C 



GLEANN CHAISIL 


1 3 


761 


2 


761 


2 


66 1 


1 


58| 


0 


..1 


0 


55 1 


1 53! 


0 46| 0 46l 0 


50 1 0 52 1 


AN tSRAITH 


1 5 


701 


4 


59 1 


3 


67 1 


2 


66 1 


1 


551 


3 


511 


2 59| 


3 56l 2 561 2 


50 1 5 49l 


OUMHA THUAMA 


1 0 


■ J 


0 


■ J 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


■ J 


0 


92 1 


0 102| 


5 1161 2 118l 0 


40l 2 1061 


CNOC NA LOBHAR 


1 0 


421 


0 


39 1 


3 


341 


1 


411 


2 


33 1 


7 


3Sl 


6 30| 


4 26 1 CLOSED: see 


next entry I 


GAOTH SAILE 


1 11 


60 1 


8 


sal 


7 


64 1 


6 


60 1 


4 


57 1 


5 


621 


5 63! 


5 76|CL0SED: see 


next entry I 



GA OTH SAILE (NUA) I I I I I I I | | 9 109l 14 llOj 12 103l 



CORRAN/ACAILL 














































TO IN RE GAOTH j 


12 


49 1 


7 


43 1 


3 


44 1 


1 


441 


0 


..1 


2 


49! 


8 


451 


13 


5?l 


11 


471 


13 


511 


10 


51 1 


AN CORRAN 1 


0 


751 


2 


75 1 


2 


69 1 


1 


731 


2 


75 1 


5 


761 


13 


731 


15 


67 1 


16 


70| 


15 


71 1 


17 


69 1 


AN DOIRIN 1 


0 


70 1 


0 


70 1 


0 


671 


1 


70 1 


1 


69 1 


0 


711 


0 


721 


5 


681 


8 


691 


4 


21 1 


1 


50 1 


GOB AN CHOIRE 1 


3 


681 


3 


711 


3 


71 1 


2 


711 


1 


72 1 


0 


811 


1 


841 


1 


941 


3 


lOOl 


2 


1031 


15 


971 


SAILE 1 


6 


35| 


4 


36 1 


2 


38 1 


5 


371 


5 


36 1 


3 


33| 


9 


36 i 


9 


411 


7 


481 


7 


51 1 


5 


47 1 


BUN AN CHURRAIGH 1 


9 


681 


13 


83 1 


7 


761 


2 


77l 


7 


90l 


5 


92 1 


13 


991 


19 


99 1 


29 


102l 


24 


1051 


18 


loel 


TOIN AN tSEANBHAILEl 


0 


..1 


0 


,.l 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


■ J 


0 


..1 


0 


-.1 


0 


..1 


6 


521 


BEAL AN BHALLAIN 1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


..1 


0 


.,1 


3 


441 


5 


41 1 


0 


..1 


5 


37l 


4 


351 


INIS BIGIL 1 


0 


.■1 


0 


..I 


0 


..1 


0 


..I 


0 


«.| 


0 


..| 


0 




0 




0 


..I 


0 


..1 


0 


..! 


LOCH KEASC AREA 














































AN tSRAITH 1 


9 


40 1 


4 


40 1 


17 


42 1 


9 


381 


11 


50 1 


16 


46! 


14 


511 


9 


47l 


6 


481 


12 


47 1 


12 


441 


GLEANN SAIL I 


9 


19l 


5 


2OlCL0SE0: 


$66 


next 


entry 


























AN TRIAN LAIR 1 


0 


631 


0 


63 1 


5 


85 i 


5 


80 1 


5 


851 


3 


83| 


5 


80 1 


1 


781 


14 


791 


16 


80 1 


13 


771 


COILL AN tSIAIN | 


21 


401 


16 


42 1 


19 


41 1 


23 


34 1 


30 


38 1 


27 


411 


33 


411 


31 


421 


22 


461 


34 


44 1 


34 


43 1 


PAIRC AN DOIRE | 


44 


51 1 


47 


53 1 


28 


49 1 


27 


44! 


17 


35 1 


17 


28 1 


14 


27| 


4 


27| 


17 


251 


17 


241 


14 


27l 



OTHERS 

*CAISLEAN NA hAILLEj 3 125| 2 124| 1 1191 3 119| 

•BARE AN ROBA I 1 2241 1 2331 1 2361 

*CAISLEAN A'BHARRAIGH 1 70| | 1 64| ^ ^| 



ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



9^- 105 91 



Kerry Primary Schools arranged by Location 



Roll No. 


School 


Address 


Closed/Amalgamuted & Comments 


Corca Dhuibhne 








14987 


An C loch an 


Caislcan Ghriairc 






14767 


*Abha an Chaislc 


An Com 






10755 • 


Railc an FlicirU'araigh 


An Daingcan 


+ Bailc an Flicirlcaraigh 


16290 # 30. 6,67 


16456 


An Fhcoihanach 


An Daingcan 


+ Bailc nanGall 


14480 # 30.6,67 


06227 


Smcirbhic 


An Daingcan 






16281 


Dun Chaoin 


An Daingcan 






16779 


Cill Mh:c an Domhnaigh 


Ccann Tra 






15592 


Ccann Tra 


An Daingcan 


+ Fionan Naofa 


16892 # 16.11.67 


11248 


Na Glcannta 


An Daingcan 






00538 


Clochar na Toiibhiitc 


An Daingcan 






16703 


Na BriUthrc 


An Daingcan 






15660 


Clnain Churflia 


Lios Poll 






10182 


Caislcan na Mine Airdc 


Abhainn an Scail 






16217 


*An Rhroao-t*hliiain 


Abhainn an Scail 






Vibh Rdthach 










10819 


*Bu?lc an Tiama 


Dairbhrc 






08147 


An Glcann 


Bailc an Sccilg 






16014 


*Fion;in 


An Coircan 


+ Achadh Tiobraid 


13796 # 5.9.68 


18409 ' 


L<Sll}ar 


An Coircan 


+ Glcann Mhor 


13973 # 30. 6.77 


19304 


An Chillm Liaih 


Maisiir Gaoiihc 


+Maisiir Gaoiihc 


04463 # 2. 9.73 








& Maisiir Gaoiihc 


16018 # 13. 7.73 






which already incl. 


Doire 


12121 # 30. 6.68 


19436 


Bailc an Sccilg 


Cill Aimc 


Opened in 1979 








incorporating 


Bailc an Sceilp 


08349 # 9.2.79 








& An iTni leach Mor 


03784 #19. 2.79 






which already incl. 


An tl ml each Mor 


14083 # 30. 6.68 


Amalgam a led wiih a Galliachi school: . . 




Cill Rclig 


14965 # 30. 8.65 


08530 


*An Laiihrcach 


Cill Aimc 






09878 


*Achadh Tiobraid 


Cill Aimc 






10239 


^'Cailiair Donall 


Cill Aimc 


incorporaiing 


14183 # 10.9.67 



Roll No. 

14303 
12399 
06824 
15346 
14993 
10471 
14816 
14839 
13193 
19637 



18422 
04845 



School 



Cork Primary Schools arranged by Location 

Address Closed/Amalgamated & Comments 



Clcirc 
Barr Duinsc 
Cuil Aodha 
Bailc Bhuimc 
Rc na nDoin 
?*Cuil an Bhuacaigh 
Bailc Uj Bhuaigh 
Garran Ui Chcamaigh 
*Cill 6anna 
Fionnbarr 



*Scoil Na n6g 
*Doirc Chonairc 



Diin na Scad 

Cuil Ao<lha 

Maigh Chromiha 

Maigh Chromiha 

Maigh Chromiha 

Maigh Chromtha 

Maigh Chromiha 

Cluain Droichcad 

Bailc Eoin, Maigh Chromtha 

Bcal Alha an Ghaorthaidh Opened 1982 

incorporaiing Ccim an Fhia 

& Bcal Atha An Ghaorthnidh 
& Bcal Alha An Ghaorthaidh 

Glcann Maghair 
An Glcann Garbh 



Gacll-RGl; Gallt-RG2 
Not on RGl;Gacli-RG2 
Not on RGl;Gaelt-RG2 



16210 # . .82 
14580 # . .82 
13211 # . .82 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
ERiC ' J 06 



kCERRY 



SCHOOL YEAR 1 1973/ '4 1 1 974/ ' 5| 1 975/ ' 6 1 1976/ ' 7 i 1 977/' 8 ll 978/ ^ 9 1 1 9^9/80 1198 0/ ' 1 1 1981 / ' 2 11982/ :3 1 1^^^^^^^^ 



CORCA OHUIBHNE 



All /«' r\nuiki 1 

AN LLUt-HAN 1 


14 


81 1 


22 


80| 


35 


80 1 


56 


79 1 


53 


731 


46 


70 1 


38 


71 1 


33 


64! 


26 


62! 


16 


53 1 


16 


641 


"mdha an CHAISLE I 










1 


92 1 


1 


106l 


2 


1081 


2 


1221 


2 


1131 


2 


1191 


1 


1251 


1 


124l 




1 


0. AN FHEIRTEARAIGH 1 


96 


1 17| 


100 


123| 


92 


1151 


94 


115! 


93 


114| 


75 


104| 


84 


101 1 


74 


101! 


80 


921 


73 


99 1 


74 


901 


All CUfTnTUALIA/^Ll 1 

AN FrlhOTHANACH | 


93 


114 


87 


101 1 


85 


lOOl 


75 


88 1 


73 


88| 


69 


84 1 


66 


78 1 


59 


74 1 


56 


69 1 


59 


77l 


58 


791 


SMEIRBHIC 1 


39 


49 1 


38 


45| 


33 


44 1 


33 


40l 


31 


43 1 


33 


45 1 


35 


49 1 


40 


56 1 


42 


521 


39 


571 


42 


641 


OUN CHAOIN 1 


5 


5 


0 


5| 


4 


6| 


5 


13 1 


6 


16| 


12 


16| 


10 


17| 


13 


•t9l 


14 


281 


15 


24l 


19 


241 


CILLMHICA'DOMHNAIGHI 


16 


23 


1 7 


21 1 


16 


19| 


■•5 


23 1 


7 


17| 


8 


21 1 


9 


18 1 


12 


18| 


10 


20 1 


11 


24 1 


12 


21| 


CEANN TRA | 


39 


641 


53 


65| 


47 


63 1 


47 


63 1 


43 


61 1 


35 


55 1 


30 


53 1 


39 


561 


37 


63 1 


42 


66| 


46 


65 1 


NA 6LEANNTA | 


23 


39 


21 


27l 


19 


24i 


19 


23 1 


19 


25| 


19 


27| 


16 


281 


19 


29| 


22 


34 1 


24 


29 1 


22 


341 


AN OAINGEAN: CLOCHAR 


12 


156! 


17 


1451 


17 


I40t 


18 


I50l 


16 


1S8| 


18 


1821 


19 


198i 


32 


1951 


30 


1901 


35 


1841 


23 


1761 


AN OAINGEAN: BRAITHRE 4 


81 


9 


77l 


13 


88 1 


16 


75 1 


17 


81 1 


16 


76 1 


14 


751 


15 


741 


14 


79 1 


12 


781 


13 


841 


CLUAIN CHURTHA I 


15 


54 


42 


51 1 


44 


57 1 


44 


561 


41 


57| 


35 


63 1 


21 


61 1 


35 


641 


33 


701 


29 


711 


27 


811 


CAISL.NA MINE AlRDBi 


43 


66 


47 


71 1 


51 


76 1 


51 


65 1 


39 


61 1 


44 


61 1 


36 


55 1 


35 


511 


30 


44 1 


29 


371 


14 


221 


*AN BHREAC-CHLUAIN I 


1 


123 


5 


1271 


5 


125| 


5 


I29l 


6 


1261 


3 


1321 


3 


1431 


6 


136| 


8 


137| 


2 


137l 


2 


1501 


UIBH RATHACH 














































*8AILE AN TIARNA 1 


1 


50 


1 


sol 






































AW GLEANN | 


13 


41 


11 


40 1 


11 


451 


6 


39 1 


5 


341 


5 


341 


4 


311 


4 


3lt 


3 


31! 


4 


29 1 


6 


341 


*FIONAN, AN COIREANi 










5 


84 1 


3 


90| 


4 


96! 


3 


971 


2 


1D3| 


1 


n5l 














GLEANN MHOR | 


15 


15 


10 


111 


9 


9l 


7 


lOlCLOSEO: 


see 


next 


entry 


















LOTHAR 1 


25 


35 


24 


33| 


16 


30 1 


12 


28 1 


11 


32l 


8 


34 1 


6 


321 


14 


291 


10 


321 


11 


261 


7 


211 


AN CHILLI'N LIATH | 


71 


98 


69 


97l 


70 


102| 


48 


941 


32 


951 


31 


105l 


25 104 1 


36 


1131 


34 


ml 


31 


1141 


24 


1041 


AN tIMLEACH MOR I 


12 


39 


7 


45 1 


7 


431 


b 


36 1 


2 


35! 


7 


39 1 CLOSED: 


see 


next 


entry 










BAILE AN SCEILG | 


4 


29 


5 


34 1 


6 


33 1 


7 


41 1 


6 


421 


5 


41 1 CLOSED: 


see 


next 


entry 










BARE AN SCEILG NUA| 












1 




1 




1 




1 


5 


03 1 


10 


791 


15 


80 1 


11 


89 1 


8 


86| 


*AN LAITHREACH | 


1 


34 










































*ACHADH tiobraio I 


1 


81 


1 


73 1 


1 


76! 


































*CATHAIR DONALL 1 












1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 


1 


821 



CORK 



CLEIRE 1 


17 


21 1 


18 


22| 


14 


I9l 


18 


261 


16 


23 1 


16 


211 


18 


2ll 


18 


231 


16 


20l 11 20| 


12 20l 


BARR DUI'NSE | 


13 


28 1 


14 


26| 


20 


31 1 


18 


261 


14 


261 


15 


27l 


15 


30 1 


12 


28 1 


11 


28l 10 33| 


5 23 1 


CUIL AODHA 1 


16 


31 1 


27 


31 1 


25 


36 1 


28 


35l 


23 


371 


25 


41 1 


27 


411 


29 


401 


30 


36l 26 34| 


32 48l 


BAILE BHUIRNE | 


31 


112l 


33 


130| 


32 


1471 


35 


1591 


25 


162l 


25 


180| 


19 


186 1 


17 


1931 


29 


197l 22 2031 


14 201 1 


RE NA nDOIRI 1 


13 


3Cl 


19 


29l 


14 


33 1 


13 


34l 


12 


421 


9 


41 1 


6 


451 


10 


5D| 


17 


55l 16 51| 


9 50| 


? CUIL AN SHUACAlGHl 


20 


26 1 


18 


24 1 


18 


21 1 


18 


241 


IB 


22 1 


14 


20 1 


12 


161 


7 


161 


6 


9l 5 lOj 


0 ..1 


BAILE UI BHUAIGM I 


30 


1121 


49 


101 1 


54 


1061 


36 


1021 


36 


1141 


22 


1061 


22 


99 1 


27 


89l 


26 


81 1 20 82| 


19 91 1 


GARRAN ui CHEARNAIGH 


8 


1241 


4 


124l 


3 


1281 


4 


139l 


3 


1Z7| 


3 


120l 


2 


112l 


1 


109! 


0 


1191 0 ml 


0 loel 


*CILL EANNA 1 


3 


4Cl 


2 


41 1 


1 


47 1 


1 


45l 
























CEIM AN FHIA I 


2 


25 1 


4 


28 1 


6 


30 1 


6 


22 1 


6 


171 


6 


19l 


5 


18l 


3 


151 


3 


14lCL0SED:) 


see 


BEAL A'N GHAOR. (C)| 


30 


53 1 


31 


49| 


27 


471 


33 


541 


26 


571 


31 


59 1 


29 


621 


19 


58| 


22 


63lCL0SED:) 


next 


BEAL A'N GHAOR. (B) I 


27 


69 1 


28 


661 


25 


65 1 


25 


62 1 


18 


621 


19 


581 


16 


57l 


15 


58| 


75 


64|CL0SED:) 


entry 


BEAL A'N GHAOR. NUAI 












1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 39 1451 


32 138l 


*SC. N'nOG, GLN.MR. | 


1 


91 1 








1 


2 


121( 


1 


119l 


1 


118l 




1 




1 




1 1 


1 


*DOIRE CHONAIRE 1 


2 


18| 


2 


21 1 


1 


20 1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 




1 1 


1 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



93 



Waterford Primary Schools arranged by Location 



Roll No. School Address Closed/Ainalgamated 8c Comments 

17205 An Rinn Dun Garbhan 

05548 BailcMhacAirt An Rinn 

1 68 1 8 Scoil Na Lcanbh An Rinn SpcisiaUa/Chonailhc/Gacilge. 

13473 *Na nAingcal Naofa Dun Garbhun 

Meath Primary Schools arranged by Location 

Roll No. School Address Closed /Amalgamated & Comments 

17088 (')Grainhna Rath Cairn 

17203 Domhnach Phadraig Bailc Ghib 

17513 •?*Cill Bhndc Bailc AlhaTroim Nol on RGl; GacU-RG2 

18174 ?*Bailc6rai' Ccannanas Nol on RGl ; Gacll-RG2 (No gi.inls) 



er|c '-^ 



108 



WATERFORD 

AN RINN I 54 106| 39 109| 59 1061 62 112| 65 107l 66 102| 46 lOSi 66 961 60 103| 67 103| 64 IDSl 

BAILE MHAC AIRT I 27 45| 25 52| 21 48| 26 47l 20 57| 26 53| 26 53| 21 58l 31 6l| 33 60l 22 60l 

SCOIL NA LEANBH I 1 180l 1 184| 2 182| 1 1821 1 182| 0 180l 0 181 1 5 1.81 1 3 18l| 3 182l 1 181 1 

*NA nAlNGEAL NAOFA I J \ | \ \ | \ I 2 3141 I I 

HEATH 

RATH CAIRN I 29 46l 26 4ol 22 50| 20 61 1 23 61 1 18 62| 26 64| 45 67| 57 75| 62 77| 61 83l 

BAILE GHIB I 22 86| 20 83l 27 82l 27 81 1 12 81 1 9 78l 23 76| 25 73l 18 65| 23 60l 25 67l 

? CILL BHRIOE I 2 79j 2 77l 2 84l 3 691 0 . . I 2 68| 2 80| C 86l 0 8l| 0 82l 0 82l 

? BAILE QRAi 1 0 ,.l 0 ..I 0 .J 0 ..I 0 ..I 0 ..! 0 ..I 0 ..1 0 ..I 0 .A 0 ..I 



er|c 



DONEGAL POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL ll973/'4h974/'Sll97S/'6h976/'7ll977/'ell97e/'9ll979/80ll9e0/'lll9ei/'2ll9e2/'3h9e3/*4l I 

*LEITIR CEANAINN: g 

*COLAISTE LORETO I 1409| 1 4661 1 4811 2 4841 2 542 1 7 580 1 2 600 1 5 620 1 7 6621 5 6751 7 6961 

•COLAlSTt ADHAMHAInI I I I 1 4181 I I I I I I I 

*AN CEARDSCOIL I 3 318| I 1 365l | | I 2 375| 1 372l 2 387l 2 378l 2 402 1 

*SRATH AN URLAIR: 

*COLAISTE COLUMBA I 17 310l 16 368| 11 410| 14 4571 21 5l7l 11 563 1 12 6021 12 6331 13 6881 13 7221 IS 7821 
*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 3 2151 6 2291 5 226l 10 213l 6 2141 6 2071 7 243l 6 2S8l 2 295i 2 29ll 1 262 1 

*BAILE NA nGALLOGLACH; 

•COLAISTE tORETO I 59 421 1 61 433l 76 485l 80 5661 81 6021 80 655| 86 6751 79 6881 99 6%| 85 756|l04 751 I 
*AN CEARDSCOIL I 28 209l 30 233| 36 235| 41 246l 37 239l 15 2241 31 224l 34 248l 26 2251 21 2691 13 271 1 

PS CLOICH CHI0NNA0LA178 4Sl|l65 464|200 5241223 5931217 6241203 6221253 639|252 6461256 692|305 762|303 805l 
PS GAOTH DOBHAIR |l91 226|209 25ll225 2431223 2551246 293|247 3091285 32l|294 320|303 355|314 366|298 3481 
PS NA ROSSAN I 52 242l 51 226l 57 245l 59 2531 53 2681 51 3281 62 3761 61 422| 62 4621 55 471 1 52 4321 

6S 8EAL AN ATHA MOIR OPENED:! 19 ??| 21 32l 

*SC NA GLEANNTAI I 73 406| 60 408 1 71 4121 67 4031 72 4071 57 431 1 53 410| 57 408| 64 415l 39 439| 37 420l 
CS AN CHARRAIG I 96 205| 99 225ll00 223ll03 210l 94 197i 69 20ll 68 21ll 67 215l 74 230l 65 25ll 63 25fe l 



6ALWAY POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL Il973/'4ll974/'5|l975/'6ll976/'7|l977/'8ll978/'9ll979/80ll980/'l Il9ei/'2|1982/'3|1983/'4| 

*GALWAY CITY SCHOOLS: 

*COL. DOMINIC I 8 3761 12 394| 10 413l 8 456l 10 4651 10 5151 9 550l 11 579l 19 565| 15 5691 20 570| 

*C0L. lOGNAID I 20 240l 24 2641 20 2831 28 320| 34 3551 21 380l 23 4251 19 4321 17 441 1 25 4231 20 4581 

*C0L. SHEOSAIMH 1 7 5891 9 6041 9 610l 6 6281 2 630l 1 6351 4 6661 3 680l 6 6941 1 4 6991 

*C0L. EINDE 1 20 1721 15 1931 17 200l 15 2141 16 271 1 19 2721 23 271 1 19 250l 27 2641 27 2831 16 3271 

*C0L. MHUIRE 1 1 15 2921 6 2951 5 283 | 4 3021 4 3041 2 3281 10 3691 11 4151 6 4271 

*CL. TOIR., RATHUN I 9 2371 7 2421 7 2571 3 2751 9 278 | 4 2831 4 2921 2 301 1 6 70l 8 340l 8 3681 

*MS MHUIRE 1 21 4481 17 440l 20 460l 17 4461 12 4461 2 4331 2 4561 4 4531 3 451 1 I 2 4931 

*MS SALERNO 1 24 2121 15 2361 20 2391 21 2581 25 2841 30 321 1 31 341 1 27 350l 27 3681 22 400l 18 4021 

*GS ATHAIR 6 GRIOFAl 42 4291 44 4121 35 4621 26 4491 22 4831 19 4581 18 4671 19 461 1 23 4991 29 5221 30 5421 

*CS MOININ NA qCIS.I 14 4961 8 5451 9 6021 10 624| 7 6441 4 6171 | I 3 6471 \ I 

•OTHER GALLTACHT SCHOOLS: 

*PS AN CLOCHAN 1 1 3 281 1 3 3081 1 1 1 1 3271 1 3441 2 3341 2 3361 1 

*MS p6l,UACHTAR ARDl 22 1891 22 2031 24 2171 17 2151 18 2041 13 2251 10 2281 6 2361 2 261 1 5 2671 1 

*CL.rOIR.. ORAN MORl 1 200l 1 1791 3 1881 1 1 j | | 1 1 I 



6AELTACHT SCHOOLS: 

COL. AN SPIDEAL ll20 227ll40 227ll53 224ll30 2161120 212ll09 1981 92 1%1 98 189lll6 199|l36 224ll45 2441 

CS INDREABHAN ! 83 92l 78 84j 97 101 1 95 1051 81 95l 85 99l 98 109ll09 115ll05 1221 109 1281101 130l 

SC AN CHEATHRU RUA 1319 3381315 340l311 3541314 350l292 329|301 3461279 300|302 3141332 3721342 3761352 3831 

GS ROS MUC 1 48 48l 42 49l 38 40| 34 36l 47 49l 53 57l 42 44l 41 42| 36 38l 35 41 1 37 40l 

CS CILL RONAIN 1 51 51 1 42 47l 63 64l 64 67l 54 58l 45 59l 50 57l 56 63l 46 62l 68 74l 69 79l 

PS CARNA ll57 205ll33 190ll21 183ll38 188ll35 187ll23 178ll09 170ll26 16lll36 165lll1 167ll33 17ll 

CS CORR NA MON A 1 42 58 1 44 62 l 56 741 34 70i 36 75l 33 62l 38 60l 35 69l 39 70\ 38 70l 36 75 l 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
110 



MAYO POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL 1 1973/ '4ll974/'5l l975/'6|l976/'7ll977/'8l 1978/' 9i 1979/80 11960/' l(l9ei/'2 1 1962/ '3 h983/'4l 

NORTH MAYO 

BEAU AN httUIRTHEAO: 

CLOCHAR NA TROCAIREl 38 352l 34 350l 30 355l 21 341 I 24 344l 26 336l 32 335l 3& 321 1 40 3341 43 331 1 49 354| 
GS BEAL A'MHUIRTHEAO 27 210l 13 195| 14 231 1 13 245l 13 225| 15 2291 25 2561 30 306| 24 2921 27 306| 22 281 1 

GS ROS DUMHACH | 47 73 1 36 76l 30 63| 32 67| 37 73 1 42 77| 29 74l 40 76| 48 80| 43 78| 50 94| 

GS GAOTH SAILE I 2 97| 1 82l 2 69i 3 52 1 C 42 1 1 40| 0 28|CL0SE0 | 

MID MAYO 

ACAILL: 

MS OAMHNAIT, ACAILLi 6 128| 13 133| IS 135| 9 1191 13 1091 14 115| 10 121 I 13 13ll 22 139| 23 144l 28 168l 

GS CAISEAL. ACAILLI 10 16ll 12 159l 9 183l 5 201 1 10 184l 11 1731 12 178| 16 189| 33 221 i 24 232| 24 242 l 

SOUTH MAYO 

COL. TUAR MHIC EAO. I 15 1961 11 190l 18 192l 21 189l 23 197l 24 196( 25 194l 36 200l 32 180l 42 180l 44 187| 
*BAILE AN ROBA: 

*MS NA mBRAITHRE I 8 152l 8 157l 10 180l 8 1571 5 1361 5 1561 2 1631 7 161 1 5 168l 10 1881 9 189l 

*CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 1 1 | | 1 2331 1 1 | | 13 2661 

*GS BARE AN ROBA I 14 2271 12 213l 9 243| 8 248l 9 230l 17 219| 13 204| 8 219l 7 1961 4 195| 3 175 1 



KERRY POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL 1 1973/'4| 1974/' 5|1975/'6|1976/'711977/'811978/'9|1979/80|1960/' 111981/ '211962/ '3 1 1983/ '41 



















CORCA OHUIBHNE 




















AN OAINGEAN 




































MS NA nfiRAITHRE 


1 90 


1661111 


165! 


112 


1451 


95 


142ll01 1421109 


1471107 


1561143 


1831127 


17lll37 


1891130 


1931 


CL. NA TOIRBHIRTE 


ll13 


I65ll09 


157ll29 


173ll31 


169ll32 1751143 


176ll35 


1841165 


2021 166 


208llS7 


2081156 


2091 


AN CEAROSCOIL 


i 61 


761 


51 


851 


59 


821 


69 


961 50 79l 49 


561 


34 


52 1 24 


33 1 


37 


471 


37 


53 1 40 


531 


MS LEITH TRIUIGH 


1 6 


1031 


8 


1071 


13 


1011 


27 


83l 33 78i 25 


731 


26 


79 1 28 


82 1 


25 


781 


31 


88 1 29 


931 


















UIBH RATHACH 




















"CATHAIR SAIDHBHIN 




































•MS NA mBRAITHRE 


1 25 


1531 


20 


1441 


22 


137l 


20 


1401 11 1381 15 


1451 


9 


1421 13 


1261 


11 


1301 


7 


120l 8 


1251 


*MS EOIN BOSCO 


1 29 


1921 


23 


2011 


20 


212l 


26 


2221 22 216| 23 


2171 


18 


2231 21 


2261 


18 


2251 


17 


235! 21 


2291 


*AN CEAROSCOIL 


1 18 


1821 


18 


181 1 


20 


2021 


19 


197| 19 1751 3 


1541 


9 


1401 8 


1411 


8 


1431 


8 


1481 7 


151 1 


*CS AN COIREAN 


1 47 


911 


38 


90| 


35 


851 


30 


69l 25 77| 25 


92 1 


24 


1181 30 


1391 


38 


156| 


38 


162L 31 


1831 



CORK POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL Il973/'4h974/'5| 1975/ '6| 1976/' 7ll977/'8ll978/'9|l979/80hie0/'l 1 1961/ '2|l962/'3 1 1983/^41 

*MAIGH CHROMTKA 

•CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 8 281 1 5 2861 11 2931 16 321 1 9 3161 7 320l 6 3181 7 335l 8 3781 7 3941 7 3841 

*MS OE LA SALLE 1 1 | 2 2181 3 2281 4 2371 3 240l 3 2491 1 2 261 1 1 1 

*AN CEAROSCOIL 1 3 1741 1 1 6 221 1 1 1 2391 1 1 2391 2 2531 2 2461 1 2571 

BARE BHUIRNE 

COLAISTE ioSAGAIN 1 19 2171 27 223| 36 2371 51 241 1 57 2561 6S 2521 69 2681 69 2521 66 240l 67 250l 65 250l 

AN CEAROSCOIL 1 61 116r 66 1121 71 1121 68 104l 57 1151 64 1261 62 1181 57 1291 42 1231 47 125l 42 1241 

B€At A'N GtiAORTHAIGH 36 67l 37 661 4 7 77l 58 85l 5 6 91 1 55 83l 48 77l 41 74l 48 ??! 45 84i 47 90 1 

Seal A'n Ghaorthaigh changed from MS to CS status from 1976/' 7. 



ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

o ijfi 
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WATERFORD POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY LOCATION 



SCHOOL 11973/ '411974/ '511975/' 611976/ '7il977/'8h978/'9h979/80h 980/'lh9ei/'2i 1962/ '3{l9e3/'4l 



MS NIOCLAS, AN RINNi 


11 39l 1 


3 


41 1 


31 4ll 


40 50 1 


42 531 


42 sol 


39 47 1 42 431 


39 441 


41 47 1 


45 sol 


*DUN 6ARBHAN 


























-CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 


1 




1 


1 


1 


I 


1 


3 4021 


6 407 1 


4 410l 


S 424 1 


2 4391 


*CL, NA TOIRBHIRTE 1 


1 




1 


5 2781 


4 2901 


3 2921 


3 300l 


2 3061 


6 3181 


2 306] 


1 305 1 


1 311| 


*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 


1 




1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 1891 


1 21ll 


1 2061 


1 2091 


1 








MEATH POST-PRIMARY SCHOOL GRANTS BY 


LOCATION 










SCHOOL 11973/ '4 11974/' 5ll975/'6l 1976/ '71 l977/'8ll978/ '91 1979/801 1980/' 1 11981/ ^ 1 1962/ '3 1 1983/'4| 


•CEANANKAS (KELLS) 


























*MS NA mBRAlTHRE 1 


1 


1 


181 1 


1 1991 


1 209 i 


1 2471 


1 


1 


1 3401 


1 3481 


1 3421 


1 340 1 


*CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 


1 321 1 


1 


3561 


2 4031 


2 4171 


2 421 1 


5 4511 


4 4481 


3 414i 


4 4461 


2 4381 


2 4461 


*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 


2 280 1 


3 


295! 


2 261 1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 1731 


1 2131 


1 


1 


*AN UAIMH 


























*MS PADRAIG 1 


1 




1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


2 541 1 


2 5481 


2 5961 


1 


*CLOCHAR LORETO 1 


1 


4 


342 1 


5 3821 


5 404 1 


1 3971 


1 419l 


1 4621 


1 


1 


1 


1 


*CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 


4 390l 


4 


4381 


5 4771 


8 4971 


7 4901 


5 516l 


2 5221 


6 5201 


3 5281 


3 568 1 


1 


*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 


1 




1 


1 


1 


4 461 1 


9 4771 


10 5441 


8 5751 


8 S86l 


15 571 1 


10 5Z0| 


•BAILE ATHA TROIM (TRIM) 
























•MS NA mBRAITHRE 1 


7 1881 


6 


1B9l 


10 220i 


6 2S8l 


7 2421 


5 2351 


3 2221 


1 2281 


1 


2 2901 


2 3131 


*CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 


3 299 1 


2 


290l 


1 


5 3631 


6 4091 


2 4351 


2 4431 


3 4481 


2 469 1 


3 4541 


2 4461 


*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 


5 208 1 


6 


211 


1 I96l 


I 


1 


I 


1 


2 201 1 


1 


1 203 1 


1 


•BAILE ATHA BUI (ATHBOY) 


















1 300l 




2 3411 


*CLOCHAR NA TROCAIRE 


5 235 1 


5 


250l 


4 262 1 


5 2721 


i 269 1 


3 2731 


2 2841 


3 307 1 


1 3091 


*AN CEARDSCOIL 1 


3 162 1 


5 


1631 


7 156l 


4 151| 


3 1341 


2 1381 


2 139| 


1 1641 


1 


1 


1 
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